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The characteristic moves are: , t 
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odern tournament practice is 
.dominated by Swss^ 
naments which demand an extremely 
high percentage of wins in order to be 
among the prize winners. Draws don't 
mean much in open tournaments" and 
this cruel fact has led to the rise of sharp 
systems in which Black strives for ■ vie; : 

lory at all costs. IfliCk' ^^ 

Doubtless, one of the most popular 
openings that leads unavoidably into ■;< 
complex play is the King's ,jtodian . 
Defense. Thanks to World Champion 
Garry Kasparov, this opening, which first 
became fashionable in the 50's, is exper- 
iencing a real renaissance. ■ f V U S 

The classic Fianchetto line is one of 
White's most solid choices. Here we look 

■ . * ■ 

at a Black attempt to introduce the sharp- 
est possible imbalance. The idea of quick . 
action on the queenside with ...c5 and 
...b5 is not new. GMs Bronstein and 
Knaak played it in the 70s, but.it wasn't 
accepted by many. Some twenty years 
later this idea has been re-investigated in 
a slightly different form. 

In the initial games of this line, Black, 
after taking ...exd4, quickly played ...Ne5 
and then by ...c5 and ...b5 exerted queen- 
side pressure. Modern Blacks don't 
hurry with ...Ne5, they play ...Re8 first and 
combine action on the queenside with 
pressure on White's e-pawn. Black wants 
to inject dynamics early on and, conse- 
quently, must make positional conces- 
sions. The main drawbacks of Block's 
concept are the weaknesses along the d- 
line after ...c5. Black has to be ready to 
sacrifice his d6-pawn in many lines. * f ; - 

Although at first sight Black's; whole 
concept might look unsound, the results 
achieved in practice have been quite 
satisfactory. The line is still being inves- **' 
tigated and can be very effective against 
an unprepared opponent. U - 
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S.O-O d6 6x4 Nbd7 7*Nc3 e5 8.e4 exd4 



9.Nxd4 Re8 10Jh3 a6 




The idea of 12.Bf4 is to force 12...Ne5 
and slow down Black's action, on the 
queenside. but 12.Bf4 doesn't lead to an 
advantage, which can be seen from the 
following examples. • fiju j i . i 

15Jlc2Qc8 

16.Kh2 gS 17.Be3,g4 18.f4 gxf3 19.Nxf3 
Ng6, unclear, Ery in 7 Benjamin, Santa 
Monica, 1985. ?; y ; , , 

2. 13.b3 h6 14.Be3 c5 15J^de2 b5 MM 



iv. 1. 13.Bfl Bd7 14.Rcl 1 




* * f • * * 1 ^ >■**■* ■" 4 1» 1 • 

White has several continuations at his 



disposal and at this stage of the line's 
evolution it is* difficult to determine the 
best one. That six different continuations 

* * * * ■ 

are seen almost equally often in practice 
suggests that White hasn't yet found a 
clear way leading to an advantage. White 

can choose among: ll.Rel; ll.BeS; 

ll.Nb3; ll.Nde2; ll.Bg5; ll.Rbl. 

> 

i * 

Lll.Rel Rb8 

i 

An almost' unavoidable move in the 
line. Black removes the Rook from the 
diagonal hl-a8 and supports ...b7-b5. 
Here White is again at the crossroads: 

A. 12.Bf4 Ne5 



3. 13.0e2 c5 14.NB Nxf3+ tl5.QxO 
Nh5 16lBd2 Be6 (16.:.b5?j 17.ciib5 axb5 
18.Nd5 Bb7U9.g| Bxd5 20.cxd5 Nf6 
21.Bg5) 17.Bfl Nf6 l8.pf4 Nh5 ; 19:Be3 

Nf6 20.Qdl;'pb6 21 f Qc2 N<|7^22.f4 f5, 
roughly equal, LevitM3allagher,' Hast- 

mg8l990(0-l,40).;i;' ; 1 ^ 



B. 12.b3 
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White can play this after 11 Jtel (I) or 

ll.Be3 (II). At the moment U's difficult 
to say which variation is more favorable.' 
What both of them have in common is that 
Black is forced to sacrifice the d6-pawri 
and look for compensation in the form of 
pressure on the c4~square. 

13.Nc2 b5 
Less consistent is 13,..Re6 14.a4 b6 



15.RM Bb7 16.C3 Qc7 17.Qd2Bc6 18.Nd5 
BxdS 19.cxd5 Ree8 20.Bb2, Suba- 
Fedorowicz, New York 1987. ! * a 



14.Qxd6t 



r. 
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ier positions^ it's best for 
White to take the d6-pawn without inter- 
polating cxb5. Generally speaking, ex- 
changing on b5 favors Black. In several 
examples after I4.cxb5 axb5 i5.Qxa6 
Black was more successful: ; 

15,.b4 (or 15...Rb6 16.Qdi U 17.Na4 
Rbe6 18.Bb2 Qc7 19.Ne3 Bb7 20.D Nh5 
witlji compensation, Whiteley-Gallagher, 
Royan 1989) 16.Na4 (16.Ndl Rb6 17.Qd2 
Rbe6 18.Bb2 Nxe4 19.Qcl Bxb2 20.Qxb2 
Bb7 and Black is better, Weigel-Chiong, 
Zurich 1990) 16...Bb7 17.Bg5 Bxe4 
18.Bxe4 Nxe4 i9.Bxd8 Nxd6 20.Bc7, 
Pahtz-Watson, Mondorf 1991. 
14...Bb7 

* 

Perhaps a better option is 14...b4!? 

15. Na4 Bb7. C. Hansen-Gelfand, 
Munich i992, continued l5.Qdl Ne5 
(15...b4 16.Nd5 Nxd5 17.exd5 Bxal 
18.Nxal with excellent compensation) 

16. Bf4 (16.Qxd8 Rexd8 17.cxb5 axb5 

18. Nxb5 Nd3 with many threats) 16...Nh5 
(16.;.Nd3 17.Bxb8 Nxel 18.Qxd8 Rxd8 

19. Rxei Rxb8 20.e5) 17.Bxe51 Bxe5 
18.Nd5 bxc4 19.bxc4 Bxd5 20.cxd5 Qf6 
2i.Rbl Rxbl 22.Qxbi Rb8 23.Qdl Rb2 
24.Rfll c4 25.Ne3Bd426.e5!!Qb627.QB 
c3 28.d6 c2 29.Kh2 Bxe5 30.Nc4 Qb5 
31.Nxe5 Qxe5 32.Qa8 4- Kg7 33.d7 cl = Q 
34.Rxcl Rxf2 35.d8 - Q Qxg3 + 36.Khl 
Qf4 37.Q18 + Kf6 38.Qad8 + 1-0. , 

The reputation of Hansen's opponent 
should make this game attract the atten- 
tion of White players. To correctly 
evaluate the position after 12.b3 c5 

13. Nc2 b5 14.Qxd6 we need a practical 
testofl4...b4!?15.Na4Bb7. 

• . • ! 

■ 

C. 12.Be3 

Often White plays il.Be3 without Rel 

first (II). - . 

12...c5 

Also possible is 12...Ne5 13.b3 c5 

14. Nde2?l b5,i5.cxb5 axb5 16.Rcl b4 

17. Na4 Ba6, better for Black, Kraheh- 
buhi-Landenbergiie, Liiterne 1989. 

13.Nc2 'k--/>'^' 

ECO says this is the starting position of 
the main line of the whole system. Ac- 
cording to GMs Smejkal and Stohl, it's 
wiser for Black to refrain from the active 
13.Lb5 and choose the more solid 
13...Ne5. 'Although one should respect 
the analysis and opinions of these two 
experts on the Fianchetto KID, all the 
possibilities after 13...b5 haven't been ex- 



jbaiisted yet and it's too early to make a 
definite appraisal, t^lfyffl %f; 




a. 14.B3 b5 15.cxb5 axb5 16.f4 Ned7! 
l7.Qxd6 b4 18.e5?l Rb6 19.Qdl bxc2 
Bxf6 and Black had the uppei 




•.<•••: : 



1. 13...b5 14.Qxd6 

Again it's weaker (o take on b5 first* 
14.cxb5?l axb5 15;Qxd6 (15.b4 Ng4 
16.hxg4 Bxc3 17.Qxd6 cxb4 18.Bd4 Re6 

19. Qf4 Bxel 20.Rxel Qe7 21.Ne3 Bb7, 
better for Black, Bukal-Gallagher, 
Geneva 1989) 15...b4 16.Na4 BfB 17.Qd2 
Bb7 18.Bg5 Qa5 I9.b3 Bxe4 20.Rxe4 Rxe4 
21.Bxf6 Nxf6 22.Bxe4 Nxe4 23.Qf4 Qa8 
better for Black, Shirazi-Benjamin, Estes 
Park 1985, 0-1 in 35. 

14...bxc4 

14...b4 i5.Na4 Bf8 (15...Nxe4l? 

16. Bxe4l Rxe4 17.Radl I Qf8 18.Bf4 is bet- 
ter for White, Smejkai/Stohl) 16.Qd3 Qa5 

17. b3 Bb7 18.Bg5, Bg7 19.Radl Rbd8 

20. Qf 1 Qc7 21.Ne3 was good for White in 
U. Schulze-Ilic, Bern 1989. 
, 15.Na3 

15.Rabll? 
,: 15...Rxb2 16.Nxc4 Rc2 

. 16...Rb4 17.Qd3. >m 

17. 

17.Bd2? Ne5. 

17...Rxc3 18.Qxc3 Nd5 > i + 
<■ 18...Nxe4?l 19.Qcl Bxal 20.Qxai;-: 

19.Qb3 Nxe3 20.Qxe3 Bxai 21.Rxai 
leaves White oh top according to Smejkal 
and Stohl, ECO dWRfcVjfrb 
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2. 13.,.Ne5 . .: t y;M*yj&Ai 




hand in Miralles-Gallagher, Bern 1991. 
; b. 14.Qe2 Be6 (R.Ml?) 15.b3 bf 
i6.cxb5 0a5 17.Nd5I Bxd5l 18.exd5 axb< 
ikb41 is to White's advantage, Smej- 
kal/Stohl. 

■ 

D.12.f4 

The most direct and least investigated 
continuation. 12...c5 13.Nc2 Nb6 14.Qd2 
Bd7 15.b3 Nc8 16.a4 b5 17.axb5 axb« 
18.cxb5 Be6 19.Ra3 Nb6 20.Ne3 was bet 
ter for White in Gomez Esteban-BeUoe 
Lopez, Lleida 1991 (1-0, 48). 

Ei 12.RM - transposes to VI. 



JL Be3 

This variation is characterized by twc 
things. First, White either doesn't pla) 
Rel at all or postpones it* and second 
after ;..c5 White almost always moves the 
Knight to e2. That the e4-pawn remain* 
without support helps'Black realize hh 
ambitious ideas on the qiieenside. Aftei 
the unavoidable li...Rb8, White here, a; 

ml, has tried different continuations 
Best is Rel, transposing into I. C. 

* ■ 



■1 



V.» 



ll.:.Rb8 •».'•:-■"• 

' A,.12.a4-' ! 

White chooses this radical solutiot 
when he wants to avoid the sharp varia 
Uons'Uiat 'arise if Black is allowed to pla] 
a .;b5. Black has a choice, either to try U 
take advantage of the weakened b4 
square, or to be consistently dynamic ant 
play i2.:.Ne5. / 

' ' 1. i2...Nc5 (or 12,..a51? 13.Qe2 c( 
i4.Raai ' Qc7, unclear) 13.Qc2 a^ 
;i4.Raai de7 i5.Rfei c6 16.f4 (16.Kh: 
Nfd^ I7.f4 h5 i8.Bf2 Nf8 i9.NO was bet 
ter for White in RavtrChong-Ghee 
Kuala Lumpur 1992) 16...Nfd7 17.Bf2Nfi 
18.Re2 Bd7 19.Nb3 Nxb3 20.Qxb3 Be( 
2i.Nd5 led to a White plus in Cvitan-Gal 
'higher, Lenk 1989 (0-1, 40). 

2. 12...Ne5 13.b3 Bd7 14.Ra2 (14.Re 
c5 i5.Nde2 Bc6 16.Qc2 b5 i7.cxb5 axb: 
18.axb5 Bxb5 19.Nxb5 Rxb5 20.f4 drav, 
Adorjah-Groszpeter, Hungary 1991 
14...Qc8 15.Kh2 h5l 16.Rd2 h4 17.gxh 
(17.g4i c5 18.Nde2 N&g4+ with an a! 
tack) 17..>c5 18*Nde2 Bxh3l 19.Bxh 
NO+ 20.Kg3Nh5+ 21.Kg2Nxh4+ 
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Kir. Georgiev-Knaak, Dortmund 1991. 

B 12.g4 

?I-Dautov. An overly committal move 
that gives Black additional possibilities 
tactical play. 

12...Ne5 13.b3 cS 14.Nde2 b5 15.f4 

■ 

Nexg4! 





t 



15...Ncd7? 16.g5 Nh5 17.Qxd6 b4 

18. Nd5 Bxal 19.Rxal Re6 20.Qc7 is bet- 
ter for White according to Dautov. 

16.hxg4 Nxg4 17.BD bxc4t 

Dubious is 17...f5?l 18.exf5 b4 

19. Bd5 + Kh8 20.Ne4 Bxf5 21.Ng5 Nh6 
22.Ng3 [ + ], Stangl-Vasquez, Tunja 1989. 

18.bxc4 Be6 19.Qd3 Rb4 20.Radl 
And now instead of 20...Rxc4? 21.e5! 
(Dautov-Knaak, Bad Lauterberg 1991 
(1-0, 39)], Black could have equalized 
with 20...Bxc4. 

C. 12.b3 

12-.cS 13.Nde2 

This variation and I. A. in which White 
also plays b3, differ considerably. Here 
White has played Be3 instead of Rel and 
moves the Knight to the e2-square, not to 
c2, which makes the variation completely 
independent. 

13...b5 14.Qxd6 





14.cxb5axb5 15.a4(15.Q* 
Nxd5 17.0xd5 Bxal 18.Rxal Bb7 is only 

,■ ■ ; — i i ■■■■■■■ — — 
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slightly better for Black according to Ben- 
jamin) 15...M 16.Nb5 Nxe4 17.Bxe4 Rxe4 
18.Nxd6 Qe7 19.Rcl? (19.Nxc8) 19...Ba6 
20.Nxe4 Qxe4 21.Bf4 Ne5 22.Bxe5 Bxe5 
23.Qd2 Qf3 with a big ' plus, Gutman- 
Benjamin, Dortmund 1985 (0-1, 33). ; 

i 14...M 15.Na4 f 
(.:< 15.c5 Nh5 16.f4 bxc3 17.g4 Bf8 18.Qd3 
Ng7 leads to a Black pull-Grunfeld. 
v 15...Nxe4 16.Bxe4 Bxall 
\ Better than 16...Rxe4?l 17.Radl Qe8 
18.Nf4 Bf8 draw, Zarkovio-Ilic, Cetinje 
1990, though White missed 18.Nxc5| 
i-'ll 17-Rxal Rxe4 18.Nxc5 Rb6l c . 
, With a very complex game. 



D. 12.Rcl 



■ ' * i 



! 

This continuation doesn't give any 
advantage to White. By sacrificing a 
pawn, Black quickly achieves active 
play. 12...c5 13,Nde2 b5 14.cxb5 
(14.Qxd6i?) 14...axb5 15.Qxd6 [15.Qc2 
b4 16.Nbl Ba6 17.Rfdl Nxe4 18.Bxe4 
Bxe2 19.Rxd6 Qc7 20.Rd2 Bb5 21.Bg2 
Rbc8, Radulov-Gallagher, Biel 1989 
(0-1, 35)] 15...b4 16.Na4 Bf8 17.Qd3 
Qa5 18.b3 Ba6 19.Qc2 Rbc8 20.Nb2 
Bxe2 21.Qxe2 Nxe4 22.Bxe4 Rxe4 
23.Nc4 Qa6 24.Rfel Ree8 25.Rcdl Nf6 
26.Nd6 Qxe2 27.Rxe2 Bxd6 28.Rxd6 
Ne4 draw, Szekely-Gallagher, Hastings 

1990. 

■ 

E. 12.Qc2 

The most critical variations for Black 
are when White takes the d6-pawn. Now 
this possibility doesn't exist and Black has 
no problems equalizing. 

12...c5 

Also possible is 12...Ne5 13.b3 c5 
14.Nde2 b5 15.cxb5 axb5 16.f4 Ned7 17.e5 
dxe5 18.£xe5 Nxe5 19.Bxc5 b4 20.Radl 
Bd7, Galliamova-Peng, Subotica 1991. 

13. Nde2 b5 14.Radl 

14. cxb5 axb5 15.Radl b4 lo.Nd5 Nxd5 
17.Rxd5 Nf6 18.Rd2 Qe7 19.0 Be6 20.b3 
Rbc8 21.Nf4 d5 22.exd5 Bf5 23.Bxc5 Rxc5 
24 Qdl Qd6 0-1, Castiglioni-GaUagher, 



* • 





14„.Qe7 

14...b4 15.Nd5 Nxd5 16.Rxd5 Qe7 
17.Rfdl Rb6 18.R5d2 Bb7 19.Nf4 Nf6 
20.f3 g5 21 .Nd3 Nd7 22.NE2 f5 23.Re2 6ce4 
24.Nxe4 Bxe4 25.fxe4 Be5 draw, 
Baginskaite-Domkute, Moscow 1990. 
Black could, of course, have played on. 
15.Bf4 ■ •__ 
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A better plan, Nf4-d5, was seen in 
Schroll-Van. Wely, Kecskemet 1991: 
15.cxb5 axb5 16.Nf4 Bb7 17.Nxb5 Bxe4 
18.Bxe4 Nxe4 l?.Nd5 Qe6 20.Nbc7 Qxh3 
21.Nxe8 Rxe8 22.Rfel with a slight plus. 

15...Ne5 16.cxb5 axb5 17.Bg5 Qf8 18.14 

Nc4 19.Qcl Ba6 ... 

Black is better. , , 

20.e5 dxe5 21 .CxeS Nxe5 22.Bxf6 b4 
23.Bxe5 Rxe5 24.Bd5 Rxd5 25.Rxd5 bxc3 
26.Nxc3 Bd4 + 27.Rf2 Bb7 28.Rd7 Qe8 
29.Rc7Qe530.RxnQxg3 + 31.Kf^Ba6+ 
32.Kel Re8 + 0-1, Drasko-Gallagher, 
Aosta 1990. r • 



F. 12.RM •, . 

12...NeS 13.b3 c5 14.Nde2 b5 15.f4 
Ned716.cxb5 

16.Qxd61? b4 17.e5 bxc3 18.Nxc3 Bf8 
19.Qd2 Nh5 20.g4 Ng7 with compensa- 
tion. • , . ., 

16.. Jixb5 17.M Bb7 18.e5 Bxg2 19.Kxg2 

cxb4 20.Rxb4 Qa5 

And Black was on top in Grun-Glek, 

Germany 1991. 



Si 



ll.Nb3 




This continuation was mtroduced by 
GM Predrag Nikolic. White reacts 
prophylactically and immediately moves 
his Knight away fro m the center, which 

-li 



makes Black's basic plan with ...c5 less 
efficient. For Black, it's best to give up 
the routine ll...Rb8 and go on with either 
ll...a5, which transposes into a kind of a 
classic variation of the Fianchetto System, 
or to react with ll...Ne5, provoking the 
Wliite pawn on the c4-square. In two 
tournament games in which ll...Nc5 was 
played Black was better. 

A. ll...Rb8 

12.Qc2l Ne5 (12...b5? 13.Na5!) 13.c5 
(13.Nd5 Nxd5 14.cxd5 c6, equal) 13...dxc5 
14.Nxc5 (14.Rdl? Qe7 15.f4? c4) 
14...Qe7? (14...Qd6! 15.Nb3 Qd3 

16. Qxd3 Nxd3 17.Rdl Nxcl 18.Raxcl 
with a plus) 15.Be3! with a big advantage, 
P. Nikolic-Gelfand, Belgrade 1991. 

B. Il...a5!? 

12.Bc3 a4 13.Nd4 Nc5 14.Qc2 h5?t 
(14...c6) 15.Radl Bd7 16.Rfel Nh7?l 

17. f4 Nf6 18.Bf2 Qc8 19.Kh2 Ne6 20.NOI 
wilh a big advantage, A. Petrosian-Van 
Wely, Manila (ol) 1992. 

C. lLJSe5 

12.c5 (12.Qe2 Be6 13.Nd2 Nfd7 1414 
Nc6 15.Qdl Nc5 16.Nd5 f51 17.exf5 Bxf5 
18.Nb3 Nxb3 19.Qxb3 Na5 20.Qa4 b6, Zs. 
Polgar-Chiburdanidze, Shanghai ct 
1992) 12...dxc5 13.f4 Nd3 14.e5 Nh5 
15.Rf3 c4 16.Na5 c5 17.Nxc4 Qd4 + 
18.Kli2 Nxcl 19.Nd6 Qxdl 20.Nxdl Rxe5 
21.fxe5 Ne2 22.Re3 Ncxg3 23.Nc3 Nf5 
24.Reel Nf4 25.Radl Nxg2 26.Kxg2Nxd6 
27.exd6 Bd7 28.Kg3 Rd8 29.Nc4 Be5 + 
30.K12 Bd4+ 31.Kg3 Bc6 32.b3 f5 33.Ng5 
Rxd6 34.NO f4 + 35.Kg2 0-1, Yrjola-P. 
Cramling, Ostersund 1992. 

IV. ll.Nde2 




Not satisfied with ll.Nb3, GM Nikolic 
tried ll.Nde2 in two games at Wijk aan 
Zee in 1992. However, this continuation 
can hardly give While the advantage; see 
B. 



A. ll...Rb8 

12.Qc2 Ne5 (12...b57 13.cxb5 axb5 
14JNd4, winning) 13.b3 b5 14.cxb5 (14.g47 
Nc6 15.c5 Nb4, winning) 14...axb5 15.Bg5 
c6 16.Radl b4 17.Na4 Qc7 18JRfel h6?l 
(18...C51 19.Qd2 Bb7 unclear* Dautov) 
19.Bf4 c5 20.Qd2 Bb7 21.Qxd6 Qxd6 
22.Rxd6 Nxe4 23.Rb61 Nd77 (23...Bc6) 
24.Rb5 Bc6 25Jlxb8 Nxb8 26.Bxb8 Bxa4 
27.bxa4, winning, P. Nikolic-Van Wely, 
Wijk aan Zee 1992 (draw, 57). 

B. ll...Nb6 

12.b3 Nxe4 13.Nxc4 (13.Bxe4) 
13...Rxe414.Bxe4Bxal 15.Bg2Bf616.Nf4 
Rb8 17.Be3 Bd7 18.Bxb6 cxb6 19.Qxd6 
Bc6 20.Qxd8 Rxd8 21.Nd5 draw, P. 
Nikolic-Gelfand, Wijk aan Zee 1992. 

* - ■ 

V. ll.B g 5 




Provoking Black to play .. Ji6 with the idea 
of gaining a developing tempo later by Qd2 
or Qcl. For some time GM Lev Gutman's 
idea was considered Black's mam problem 
in the whole line, until GM Rainier Knaak 
demonstrated both in analysis and in prac- 
tice how Black should play. 

Il...h6 12.Be3 Rb8 

A. 13.a4!? 

13...Ne5 14.b3 Bd7 15.Ra2 Qc8 (15...c5 
16.Nde2 b5l?) 16.Kh2 h5 17.B! c6 18.Bcl 
d5!, unclear, Skembris-Knaak, Athens 
1992 (0-1, 42) -Informant 54/564. 

B. 13.Qcl 

13...Kh7 |13...c51 14.Nde2 b5 15.cxb5 
(15.Bxh6 bxc4, unclear) 15...axb5 16.Bxh6 
b4 17.Na4 Nxe4, winning-Knaak) 
14.Rdl c5 15.Nde2 b5 16.cxb5 axb5 17.a4 
b4 18.Nb5 Nxe4 19.Bxe4 Rxe4 20.Nxd6 
Qe7 21 .Nf4 Bb7 22.Nxb7 Rxb7 23.a5! with 
a pull, L. Gutman-Gallagher, Biel 1989. 

C. 13.Qd2 

13...e5 14.Nde2 Ne5 15.b3 Bxh3! 
(15...Kh7 16.f4) 16.Bxh6! (16.f4? Bxg2 



17.fxe5 Nxe4, winning— Knaak) i6...Qd7 
17.0 (17.Bg5? Bxg2 18.Kxg2 NOH with a 
big plus) 17...b5 18.cxb5 axb5 19.Bxg7 
Kxg7 20.Nf4 Bxg2 21.Kxg2 Rh8 22.Rhl b4 
is equal, L. Gutman-Knaak, Munstcr 
1991 (draw, 37). 

VL ll.Rbl 

H...Rb8 12.Rel c5 
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lion, which can also be reached by 1 1 .Re 1 

Rb8 12.Rbl c5. Apart from the sharpest 
continuation 12...c5, Black has other al- 
ternatives as well. 

12„.Ne5 13.b3 Bd7 (13...c5l? 14.Nc2 
b5, unclear) 14.f4 (14.a4 c5 15.Nc2 Qc7 

16. Bg5 Bc6 17.Qd2 b5 18.cxb5 axb5 19.f4 
was good for White in Prudnikova- 
Paulauskiene, Debrecen 1992) 14...Nc6 
15.Nxc6 Bxc6 16.Bb2 Re7 17.Nd5 was 
good for White in Welin-Benjamin, 
Reykjavik 1986. 

12.. JicS 13.a47 a5l 14.Ndb5 (14.b3 Nfd7, 
unclear) 14...BI8 (14...Bd7l? wilh the idea 
...Bc6) 15.e5?l (15.Bg5 h6 16.Bf4, unclear) 
15...dxe5 16.Qxd8 Rxd8 17.Bg5 Kg7 
18JNxc7 Bf5, unclear, Dzhandzligava-Van 
Wely, Manila (ol) 1992. 

12_Ji6 (wilh the idea .. 
(B.b3 Nc5 14.0 Bd7 15.Be3 b5 16.cxb5 axb5 

17. b4 Ne6 18.Qd2 Nxd4 19.Bxd4 Be6 20.Nd5 
c51 Wqjtkiewicz-Van Wely, Philadelphia 
1992) O...C5 (O...Ne5 14.b3 c5 15.NO) 
14JMO! (14.Nde2 Ne5 15.b3 b5 16.f4 Ncd7 
17.Qxd6b4) 14...b5 15.Qxd6b4 16.Nd5Nxe4 
17.Qc7 Bb7 18.Qxd8 Rbxd8 19.Nc7 RJ8?1 
(19...Re71? 20.Rbdl KI8!) 20.Nd2 Nxd2 
21.Bxd2 Bxg2 22.Kxg2 Ne5 23.Be3 gave 
White the upper hand in P. Nikolic-Van 
Wely, Wijk aan Zee 1993 (1-0, 41). 

13.ND 

This decentralization of the Knight is 
stronger than 13.Nc2 b5 14.cxb5 axb5 
15.b4 Qc7 16.Nc3 cxb4 17. Ncd5 Qa5 
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18.Nxb4 Bb7 19.a3 Nc5 20.Nba2 Bc6 
21.Nb4 Bb7 22.Nba2 Bc6 draw, Rivas 
Pastor-Horvath, Debrecen 1992. 

13...b5 14.Qxd6 b4 15.Nd5 Nxe4 
16.Rxe4!? Rxe4 17-Bg5 f6?? 

A move that loses immediately. To 
evaluate the idea of ll.Rbl and 13.NI3, 
it's necessary to test the position after 
17...Qc8!7 (17...Qf8!? 18.Be7 Qe8 19.Ng5 
Rc2 20.Nc4 with many threats) 18.Nc7 
(18.Ne7 + Kh8 19.Rdl f6 20.Nxc8 Rxc8 
21.Qxd7fxg522.Nxg5Rcl + 23.Kh2Rxdl 

is better for Black) 18...Q18 19.Qd3I? 

18.Nxf6+ Bxf6 19.Qd5+ Kg7 
20.Bxl6+ Qxf6 21.Qxe4 Bb7 22.Qe3 Rf8 
23.Ng5Qf5 24.Qe7 + 1-0 

Conclusion: The line with ...c5 and 
JfiS offers Black all he could want in 
terms of sharp and original play. Un- 
prepared White opponents are unlikely 
to find the best lines over the board and 
there is enough leeway in the crucial 
variations to keep Black afloat and firing 
in the Swiss Lottery. ■ 
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Tactics, Tactics, and More Tactics 



Sharp Assaults 
Against the 
Dutch 



by IM NikolayMincv 



As might be expected, most of the 
short cuts against the Dutch 
Defense occur in the relatively rare (but 
steadily growing!) category called "ast 
saulling variations:" 2.Bg5, 2.g4, 2.Nc3 
and 2.e4. They provoke instant complica- 
tions with lots of tactics and, of course, 
are fraught with risk, as in any other gam- 
bit opening or variation. The examples 
below are from the last five years and will 
give you an idea how these sharp assaults 
look in practice, along with some of the 
tvnical tactics involved. 

Dutch A80 



Adolf Herzog 
IM Gerhard Schroll 



Austria 1994 




IM (S 2.Bg5 
I call this variation "The 
Bishop." 

2...NI6 3.d5!? 

An interesting idea, not mentioned in 

ECO. 
3...c6?l 

The alternative 3...e6 4.dxe6 dxe6 
5.Qxd8 + Kxd8 6.Nc3, followed by 
7.0-00, is not attractive. Maybe 3...Ne4 
deserves attention. 

4.Bxffi exf6 5.e3 Qb6 6.Nd2 Qxb2 

An old story. White's advantage in 
development is good compensation for 
the poisoned pawn. However, Black's 
suspicious-looking position is still lost. 

7.Bc4 b5 8.Bb3 c5 9.Rbl Qa3? 

Perhaps the decisive mistake. The 
Queen is needed for the defense of the 
King, hence 9...Qe5 was preferable, even 
if it gives additional tempi to White. 

10.c4 u6 ll.Qh5 + g6 12.QH4 Kf7?! 



In case of 12...Bg7, White's plan of 
13.Qf4 O-O 14.h4 maintains the initiative. 
13.Ngt3 d6 14.0-0 h5 15.e4 Be? 

16.Qg3! g5 

Black's last chance was 16...Qa5, but 
after 17.Bc2I, White has a strong attack- 
ing position. 

17.exfS Bxf5 




18.Bc2! Bxc2 19.Nxg5 + fxg5 20.Qxa3 
Bxbl 1-0 

After the obvious 21.Rxbl Black is to- 
tally lost. 

" Dutch A80 

IM Evgeny Solozhenkln 
Joose Norrl 

Finland 1993 

l.d4 15 2.Bg5 g6 3.Nc3 d5 4.Qd2 Bg7 

5.h4 Be6?! 

New, but hardly an example to follow. 

6.Nh3 h6 7.Bf4 c6 8.e3 Nd7 9.f3 Ngltf 
10.OO-O Qa5 ll.Kbl O-O-O? 

Overlooking a surprising tactical trick, 

which was also feasible if 11. ..O-O was 
played. ll...Kf7 eliminates the immedi- 
ate threat, but White clearly keeps the 
better chances, because the opening of 
the position by e3-e4 is unavoidable. 
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12.Nxd5! Qxd5 

There is nothing else, because 
12...Qxd2 13.Nxe7 is a typical mate. 



May 16, 1994 
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13x4 

Black's Queen is trapped in the center, 
a relatively rare tactical opportunity. 

13...Ne4 14.fte4 1-0 

For after 14...Qxe4 15.Bd3, the Queen 
is trapped again. 

Dutch A80 

Rogelio Ortega 
Jiri Plesek 

Tetese Tcrme 1993 

l.d4 f5 2.Nc3 d5 3,Bg5 g6 4.e3 Bg7 5.h4 
c6 6.ND Nd7? 7.h5 h6? 




8Jixg6! hxg5 9.Rxh8 Bxh8 10.Nxg5 
Qb6 

There is no defense. If 10...Bg7 ll.Ne6, 
or 10...Bf6 ll.g7t, or 10...Ndf6 ll.Nf7 etc. 
Il.g7! 1-0 

For ll...Bxg7 12.Qh5 + Kd8 13.Ne6 is 

a nice mate. 

The raid of the h-pawn and White's 
whole tactical idea is typical for this varia- 
tion. The next example is twenty years 
older: Vaganian-Knezevlc, Dubna 1973 
l.d4 £5 2.Bg5 g& 3.Nc3 d5 4.h4 Bg7 5.Qd2 
c6 6J*B Nd7? (6. Ji6 is necessary) 7.h5 h6 
8.hxgfil hxg5 9Jlh71 Rxh7 QS 9, JOB or 
9...Bf6, then 10.Nxg5) 10.gxh7 Ngf6 
U.Qxg5 Kf7 12.Qxf5 Nb6 13.Ne5+ Kf8 
14.Qf4 Qe8 15.g4 Nbd7 16.0-0-0 Nxe5 
17.dxe5 Qf7 18.exf6 Qxf6 19.Qxf6+ Bxf6 
20.g5l! Bxg5+ 21.e3 Bf6 22.Bd3, and 
White won (see Informant 77/105). 



Dutch A 84 



Giuseppe Laco 
FM Mario Lanzani 



Imperia 1991 



1x4 fS 2.g4!? fxg4 3.e4 d6 4.d4 Nf6 
5.Nc3 g6 

The English has now transposed into 
the Dutch (l.d4 (5 2.c4 d6 3.g4 fxg4 4.e4 
Nf6 5.Nc3 g6). ECO's meager presenta- 
tion stops before the 10th move, conclu- 



-27 



ding that Black has the advantage. Maybe, 
but practice doesn't show it convincingly. 

6.Be3 Bg7 7.Qa4H? 

An interesting idea: if 7...Nbd7? 8.e5!, 
or 7...Bd7 8.Qb3. 

7...c6 8.0-0-0 O-O 9.h3 Na6 10.Be2 



gxh3?! 11.NxIi3 Ng4 12.Rdgl 
13.fxe3 Bh6?! 

Counterattack by 13...e5 or 13...c5 is to 
be preferred. 

14.Ng5 Kg7 15.Qdl e5 




16.Rxh6!? Kxh6 17.RM + Kxg5?? 

Suicide. After 17...Kg7 18.RxJi7 4 Kg8 
19.0gl, White has an attack, but whether 
it would succeed is not clear. 

18. Rxh7 exd4 

There is no help for Black's exposed 
King. lfl8...Rh819.Qgl+ Kf6 20.Qf2 + 

Bf5 21.Qh4+ g5 (21...Ke6 22.d5 + and 
mate) 22.Qh6+ Bg6 23.Qg7 + Kc6 
24.d5 + cxd5 25.cxd:5 mate. 

19. Qhl Kf6 20.exd4 B15 21.exf5 1-0 

The theoretical reputation of the close- 
ly investigated Staunton Gambit is not 
very high, but in practice it is still one of 
White's more dangerous weapons. 



Dutch Staunton Gambit 

Codazza 
Passelli 



A82 



Italy 1992 



IM 15 2,e4 Txe4 3.Nc3 Nr6 4.13 d5 5.fxe4 
dxe4 6.Bg5 BIS 7.Kc4 Nc6 8.Nge2 Qd7 

The main line, considered as Black's 
best defense. 

9.d5!? 

New idea. After the routine 9. O-O c6 
lO.Qel O-O-O Black stands well. 

9...Na5 10.Bb5 c6 ll.dxc6 Qxdl + 
12.Rxdl bxc6?! 

If 12...Nxc6, then 13.Nd4 or 13.Ng3 and 
White will recapture die e4-pawn witli slight- 
ly better chances, but, as we shall see, this was 



the lesser misfortune for Black. 
13.Ba4 Rc8? 

Loses. Black has overlooked a basic 
tactical element— double attack, here 
feasible with the help of the pin. He 
should play 13...e6 or 13...Bd7 with an 
inferior, but playable, position. 




14.Bxffi gxf6 15.Rd5! 1-0 



Dutch Staunton Gambit A 83 

* 

Dieter Probst 
Roger Luber 

Switzerland 

-i 1 — 

Ld4 fS 2.c4 fxe4 3.Nc3 NH6 4.Bg5 c6 5.13 
d5 6.fxe4 dxe4 7.Bc4 Nbd7?! 

More often 7...Bg4 8.0d2 e6 is played, 
but Black has in mind something new. 

8. Nge2 Qa5 

ECO deals only with Taimanov's 
analysis: 8...Nb6 9.Bb3 Nbd5 10.O-O, 
with advantage for White. 

9. Qd2 QI5 

That's that. Obviously Black's idea is 
to support his c4-pawn with the Queen, 
but is this an appropriate task for the 
strongest piece? 

10. Ng3 Qg6 ll.O-O-O b5 12.Bb3 Bb7? 
13.Be6! Rd8 14.RJifl Nc5 15.B15 Qf7 

16.Bxf6 exf6 

No better is 16...gxf6 17.Qe2 Ne6 
18.Nxb5 cxb5 19.Qxb5 4- Rd7 20.d5 etc. 

17.Qe2 Nd7 18.Ncxe4 




There is no more helpless position than 
this. 18...Qc4 19.Nd6 + is a Double 
Check and Mate, 18...Qe7 19.Nd6-f is a 
simple ra^te, 18...Be7 19.Nd6+ loses the 
Queen and 18...Ne5 prolongs resistance 
for only few moves. 



All the. games till now have ended in 
White's favor, which can give one the 
wrong impression. In many other instan- 
ces Black prevails, but more often this 
success is due to careful and proper 
defense with lesser tactics, as in our last 
two examples. 

Dutch A80 

GM Zsuzsa Polgar 
GM Vnlery Salov 



Madrid 1992 



Ld4 15 2.Nc3 d5 3.Bf4 Nf« 4,e3 
This game will show that in all 
these assaulting continuations White 
must play very actively, in gambit 
style, and positional plans are not ap- 
propriate. 

4,..e6 5.NI3 Be7 6.Bd3 O-O 7.h3 Ne4 

8,Ne2 c5 9.c3 Nc6 10.Ne5 Bil6 11.0? 




Il...cxd4! 12.Nxc6? (12.exd4) Qli4 + 
13.g3 Nxg3 14.Bxg3 Bxg3 + 15.Kfl 
bxc6 16.cxd4 f41 17.Nxg3 Qxg3 18.c4 
e5! 0-1 



— . 



Dutch 

IM Dimltar La lev 
IM Semko Semkov 



A84 



Mf>aria (ch) 1992 



l.d4 d52.c4 e63.Nc3 c6 4.e3 13 5.g4 Nf6 
6.gxl5 (6.h3!7) exfc 7,cxd5 Nxd5 8.Bc4 
Be6 9.Qb3 Bb4 10.Nge2* b5 ll.Bxd5 Bxd5 
12.Qxb4 a5 13.Nxd5 axb4 14.Nxb4 Na6 
15.Bd2 Nxb4 16.Bxb4 Qd5 17.Rgl Rxa2 
18.Rcl Qb3 19.Bn3 b4 0-1 ■ 
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OPENING SURVEY 




The Sicilian at the 
Groningen PCA 



liy (JM Ivonid Sha mkovich 



1\e Sicilian Defense has long been 
. exliemcly popular in top level com- 
petitions. Al ( h oningen, the battle be- 
tween While and Black finished in 
Black's favor. The players examined 
practically all the more or less common 
systems, with the Riehtcr-Raiizer (B60- 
B()7) being seen in twelve out of thirty 
Sicilians. 

nichter-Rauzer B60 

Lc4 cf» 2.NB Nc6 3.<I4 cxd4 
4.NxiI4 Nf6 5.Nc3 d6 6.Bg5 
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Tiviakov-Gnlko (Round 9) 

6...n6f? 

I his rare maneuver allows Black's 
kingside pawn formation lobe destroyed. 
The old (and controversial) conception is 
that Black will get the Bishop pair as 
compensation. 

7.Kxi6 gxl6 H.Qil2 

DeFirmian played more actively here 
against Tarjan, USA (ch) 1983, with 
8 Bc4!?, and after 8...Qb6?l (8...e6!? is 
preferable) 9.Nde2! Bg7?l 10.O-O O O 
1 1 White was slightly better. 

A more modern example of a similar 
plan was shown in Schmilz- Lanka, Gcr- 

Match 21, 1994 



* 



many 1992, with 6...Bd7 7.Bc4 Oa5 8.Bxf6 
gxf6 9.Ndc2 Rg8 10.Ng3 Rg5l? UJMfl h5 

12.H4 Rc5. 

8...e6 9.0-0-0 Ql>6 10.NU3 Bd7 1LH 

O-O-O 12.Be2 Ii5 
Preventing 13.Bh5. 
13.Rhfl 

13.h4l? Be7 14.BO is worth attention. 
13...Be7 14.KM Kb8! 




A similar position arose in the famous 
game Kcres-Botvinnik, Moscow 1956, 
Alekhine Memorial: 6...e6 7.Qd2 h6 
8.Bxf6 gxf6 9.0-0-0 a6 10.f4 h5 ll.Kbl 
Bd7 12.Be2 Ob6 13.Nb3 O-O-O 14.Rhfl, 
but with the Bishop on f8. Botvinnik con- 
tinued with 14...Na5? and after 15.RO 
Nxb3 16.axb3 Kb8 l/.Na41, had serious 
problems. Keres himself suggested 
14...Kb8 as the best ^choice. Gulko 
employs his advice 37(!) years later and 
chooses to counterattack on the kingside, 
having an extra tempo, since he hadn't 
played ...Ii7-h6. 

I5.RO Rdg8! 16.Hfl Bc8 17.Qel h4! 

18.Rd2 

18.Rh3 is met by 18...Rg4l, but more 
sound is 18.Na4 Qb4 19.Qxb4 Nxb4 
20.Nl>6, equalizing. 

18...Rg719.RfT2 NaS 

This maneuver is more to the point 

here. 



20.Ndl Nxb3 21.axb3 Qc5 22x3 b5 
Black has achieved adequate 

counlerplay. 

Richter-Rauzer B65 





The main line 
8.0-0-0 O-O 9-f4 
10.Qxd4 Qa511.Bc4Bd7 





Nxd4 




... has been more popular. First, let 
me show you a dramatic game in this line. 

Shirov-Kramnik (Round 8) 
UAH!? 

A very aggressive idea which was 
played in only one game before this. 

12...Rad8 13.Rg3 KI18 14.RI1 116! 

Looks dangerous, but it is necessary; if 
14...Bc6, 15.f5! would be very strong. 

15. e5!? 

A worthy reply. 
15...dxe5 

White would have a substantial ad- 
vantage after 15...fxg5 16.exd6! 

16. fxe5 Be8 




V 
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The critical position has arisen. 
17.Qf4? 

The horrible defect of this move will 
become clear later on. Correct is 17.Qe31 
and here botii 17...Ng4 18.Rxg4 Bxg5 
19.Rxg5 hxg5 2Q.Qxg5 as well as 17,..Nd5 

-9- 



18.Nxd5 Bxg5 19.Rxg5 cxd5 20.Bcl3 give 
White a strong attack. However, 16...Bc6 
could improve Black's chances to survive. 
17,..Nh5! 18.Bxh6 

A forced, but very tempting, Queen 

sacrifice. 

18...Nxf4 19,Bxg7 + Kh7 20.Rxf4 




20...Rg8? 

Both superstars overlooked the fantas- 
tic impact of 20...Qxc3!!, winning. 
21.bxc3 Ba3+ leads to mate, while 
21.Rxc3 Bg5 loses a great deal of 
material. The text move leads only to a 
draw. 

21.Rfg4 Rxg7 22.Rxg7 + KI16 23.Rg8 
Kh7 24.R8g7 + Draw 

To arrive at solid conclusions about 
this puzzling variation, we have to 
reexamine the possibilities 16...Bc6 and 
l7.Qc3. 

Kamsky tried a very interesting innova- 
tion against Kramnik in round six 
with ll.BbSl? instead of the usual 1 l.Bc4. 

Kamsky-Kramnik (Round 6) 



11. 




Curiously enough, I discovered this 
move about three years ago, but never 
employed it. When I showed it lo other 
Masters, no one believed in it. The fact is 

_ 



that the new idea is quite venomous. 

11. J16! 

If 11. ..a6 12.e5! dxe5 13.fxe5 Rd8 
14.Qh4I, White has the upper hand; 
1 1...IUI8 12x5 dxe5 13.Qxe5 favors White 

as well. 

12. B!i4 Rd8 

12...a6 can be met here by 13.e5 dxc5 
14.fxe5 Rd8 15.exf6! Rxd4 16.fxe7 
Rxdl + 17.Rxdl Bd7 18.Bxd7 and White 
is better. 

13. c5 dxc5 14.Qxe5 Ng4! 
Better than 14...a6 15.Bd3. 
15.Rxd8+ Qxd8 16.Bxc7 Qxe7 17.Qd4 

b6 18.Be2 v 

If 18.Bc6, then 18...Bb7 equalizes. 

18...NF6 19.Rdl Bb7 

The game is completely equal. The 
question is: Will the rather eccentric 
ll.Bb5!? be a promising area of investiga- 
tion in the Rauzer Sicilian? 



rphc advance 12.e5 is more common 
A and appeared in two games. ^ 



Oil-Hodgson (Round 3) 

12.e5 dxc5 13.fxe5 Bc6 14.Bd2 

The late Mikhail Ta! tried 14.Qf4 
against Bradvarcvic at Kislovodsk 1964, 
but achieved nothing after 14...Nd5 
15.Bxd5 Bxg5 16.0xg5 cxd5 17.Rd3 d4! 

14...Nd7 15.Nd5 Qc5 

15...Qd8 16.Nxc7+ etc. is usually 
played. The British GM's TN contains a 
trap: 16.Bb4? Bg5 + 1, winning. 

16.Nxe7+ Qxe7 17.Rhel 

The weak c5-pawn needs protection. 
Gufeld-Yudasin, USSR 1982, continued 

17. h4Rfc8 18.Be30c5! and Black is okay, 
since on 19.Qxc5 Nxc5 20.Bxc5 Bxg2 
Black is much belter. If White tries 

18. Bg5, 18...Qc5 forces a Queen trade. 




17...Rfd8 

Belter than the older 17...Rfc8, but 



17...Nb6! seems to me more promising for 
Black, as in Sherzcr-Wolff, USA (eh) 
1992: 18.Bb3Rfc8 19.Qg4Bd520.Kbl a5! 
21.Bg5 Of8 22.Rc3 a4 23.Bxd5 NxdS 
24.Rh3 Qc5 (24.. .a3! is winning) 25x3 a3 
(25...Qc4!?) 26.0h4. 



is a pos- 
tal ov, 




18.Bfl!7 NI8 19.Qe3, 
sible alternative from 
Linares 1991. 

18...NI8 







19. Bd3?! 

Quite natural, but likely wrong. A bet- 
ter try is 19.Bf 1!, e.g., 19...Qc7 20.Bc3 Ng6 
21.Rxd8 + Rxd8 22.Rdl Bd5 23.Qd4 and 
White is a little better, I. Gurcvich- 
Rachels, USA (ch) 1992. 

19...Rxd3t 

This positional sac has been seen 
several times and has always been suffi- 
cient to equalize. 

20. cxd3Qd721.Kbl 

Black could not hold the pawn because 
of 2l.Bc3 Qd5! with a double-threat on a2 
andg2. 21.Bb4 Qd5 22.Bxf8 Rxf823.Kbl 
Qxg2 as seen in Kir. Georgtev-D. Gure- 
vich, GMA Palma de Mallorca 1989, is 
good for Black as well. 

21,..Qxd3 + 22.Kalh5! 
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With the pawn and a very active and 
solid position, Black has nice compensa- 
tion for the Exchange. The text draws off 
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White's Uticcu> Against Ivanchuk at 
Linares 1992, Anand played the weaker 
nam 23X)g3 Ngti 24Bc3 h6 25.RH 
()c4 2<i.Rd2 with the idea of 27.IUU2 and 
White was a lillle better. 

23.Qxh5? 

Cor reel was 2U)e2 Qxc224.Rxe2 Rd8 
25.Rdel, equal, from Almasi-Tolnai, 

Hungary (eh) ITO 
23...lta4! 2UU3 

If 24.bH*M I 25.KM Hb.S, and Black 
is a lil t lo l>eUer. 

24...Bxdl 25.Rxdl Qe4 26.Qg5 a5! 

27.Q*I2 Ng6 

Black is for choice. 

A second game on this subject is Dol- 
malov-Kramnik from round 10, which 
ended in a thaw alter !5.Nd5. Alas, it 
came at the end of a tense competition. 

Richter-Rauzer B63 

6...t6 7.Qd2 lie? 8.00-0 O-O 
9.NI>3Qb6 10.13 IW8 



which will almost succeed with some help 
from Black. 




This old and well-known system is like 
a lightly compressed spring. The 
main lines are II.NfaS Rd7 12.Be3 Qd8 
and ll.Bc3 Qc7 12.Qf2 Nd7 l3.Nb5 Qb8 
with double-edged positions. The 
American GM tests a new move. 

Hcnjamin-Anaml (Round 6) 

* 

ll.Kb1!?Qc7 

Black could equalize the game with the 
natural I UM l2.Bxf(> dxe4! U.Qel Bxf(> 
14.Nxe4 Be7. Weaker would be 12.exd5, 
since on 12...Nxd5 B.Bxe7Nxc3 f ! Black 
wins. Anand preferred a more compli- 
cated game. 

nwxtm 

If 12.g4, 12...dS is still very good. 
l2...Bxf6 13.g4 

Jhe beginning of a sharp pawn attack 




13...g6!? 

Rather safer would have been 13...a6 
14.g5 Be7 with an adequate defensive 
position. 

14.h4 a6 15.g5 Bg7 16.1.5 bS 17.hxg6 
hxg6 18.f4 b4 19.Na4 

The White Knight finds itself out of 
play on this square. But after 19.Nc2 a5! 
Black's counterattack is in time. 

19...R1>8 

If |9...d5,20.e5! Nc7 21. Bd3 and White 
is better. 

20.QH2 KIB 2t.Rd3 c5 22.f5 gxfS 

23.Rh3 Ne7 

And Black defended successfully after 



• • • 



24.Kli8+ Ng8 25.Rxg8 + Kxg8 
26.Qh7 4- KIK 27.exf5 BxIS 28.Qxr5 Qc6t 
29.g6 Rb7 30.Rh7 Qxa4 3I.Qg5 Qe8! 




This remarkable game showed the 
chances for both sides in this sharp 
system. It is clear to me that a va 
banquc or all-out attack is too risky for 
White. 

Richter-Rauzer B66-67 

6...e6 7.QcI2 a6 8.0-0-0 




In this critical position two main lines 
were examined 8...Bd7 (B67) and 836 
(B66). 

Oll-Azmaiparashvili (Round 8) 
8...Bd7 9.13 

This very popular solid move initiates 
a pawn storm with g4 and h4. Kasparov 
had a good game after 9i4 h6 10.Bh4 g5! 
[Kasparov-Short, PCA (chj London (2) 
1993], but apparently better is 10.Bxf6l? 
Qxf6 11. NO. Shirov-Dreev, Biel (izt) 
1993, continued ll...Qd8 12.g4 N Qa5 
I3.h4 O-O-O t4.Bg2 g6? 15.Qe3 and 
White was slightly better (Informant 
55/236). 

SLJtdi lO.Kbl Be7 i\M Ne5 g4 b5 
13.Bd3 O-O 14.Be3 Kh8? 




— — — — • 
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The wrong idea. 14...b4l? was worth 
attention, followed by 15.Nce2 d5l? 
16.g5 Nh5 17.exd5 exd5, sacrificing a 
pawn for the initiative, in the spirit of 

Kasparov. 

15.1i5 Rc7 16.g5 Ng8 17.f4 Nc4 18.Bxc4 
Rxc4 19.15 b4 20.Nce2 e5 21.f6 

With a tremendous attack. 

Annnd-Sei per (Round 4) 
8...U6 9.Be3 

This has been en countered more often. 

.11- 
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9...Be7 Hm Nxd4 ll.Bxd4 b5 

1 l...e5!? 12.Be3 Bc6 is also reasonable, 
see Informant 58/235. 

12. KM KM 

A questionable move. Better was 
!2...Bb7 13.g4 0c7 MX)(2 1*4 15.Na4 c5 
l6.Be3 Mil 17.Nb6 dxc4 18.Nxa8 Bxa8 
with nice compensation for the Ex- 
change, Dolmatov-Tukmakov, Rostov- 
on-Don 1993. 

13. Q*3 

13.0«2!7; 13.g4 b4 J4.Nc2 c5 !5.Bc3 
Bc6 with the idea J6..,d5. 

13...b4 14.Na4 Qc7 !5.Ba7! Rb7 J6.IU16 
Qc6 X7M 0-0 HLBU4 

18.Bxa6? fails to 18...Rxb6 J9.Bxc8 
Rb8! 

18...e519.BI>2 IM7 

Hunting the Knight on at is Black's 
best chance. 







is more 




20.li4! 

The attractive 20.Bc4 could be met by 
2()...Be6l and Black is slightly better. 

20...Qc7 21.g4! 

Anand ignores the " 
21...Bxa4, as White's; 
live. 

21...Bxa4 22.l)xa4 Nd7 

Preventing 23. g5 by allowing I lie 
reply ...h5. Relatively better was 
22...a5, but 23.Ba6! Rbb8 24.Qd3 and 
25.Bc4 is still a lilllc better for White. 
Not so strong is 23. gS because of 
23...Nh5! 

23.Bxa6 Ra7 24.Be4! Nbf> 25.Bb3 Qc5 

25...Nxa4 26.g5 and V/hitc is clearly 
better. 

26.Qcl Nxa4 27.Rd5! Nc3+ 28.Bxc3 
Qxc3 29.Qc2! 

And Anand won by a crushing attack, 
as White's Bishop is much stronger than 
its counterpart. A very interesting 
strategical opening battle. 

-12- 
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Chelyabinsk B33 

I.c4 c5 2.N13 Nc6 3.cl4 cxd4 
4.Nxd4 NH5 5.Nc3 e5 6.Ndb5 c!6 
7.Bg5 

vSometimcs this position appears after 
5...e6 6.Ndb5 d6 7JBf4 e5 8.Bg5. 

7...a6 8.Na3 b5 9.Bxf6 gxP6 

White is better after 9...Qxf6? KLNd5 
Od8 ll.c4! 

10.Nd5 Bg7 




UJM3 

The most popular line, although I I.c3 
15 12.exf5 Bxf5 13Nc2 O-O 14.Nce3 Bef> 

15. g3 seems belter to me. Adams-vSalov, 
Dortmund 1992, continued 15...Nc7 

16. Bg2 Rb8 17.0-0 Nxd5 !8.Bxd5 Kh8 
and now I9.QIi5 deserves attention in- 
stead of I9.a4 Bh6! 

Dolmntov-Topnlov (Round 8) 

H...Ne7 12.Nxe7 Qxe7 13.c3 

A playable alternative is 13.c4!? For 
instance, I3...f5 14.0-0-0 O-O J5.Qh5 
with an attack, Short-lllescas, Linares 
1992, Informant 54/171. 

13...I5 14.Nc2 Qb7!? 
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A theoretical novelty. If I4...BW7 
I5.cxf50g5 I(i.Nc3d5 1 7.( )-( ) \\5 IS.Oe2! 
()-() 13.16! BxfO 14.Nf5 (Informant 
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QI3 O-O 16.Ne3 f4 17.Nd5 Bc6 
With the idea 18...f5. 
18.g4! 

Chances arc roughly equal; the game 
was drawn on move 33. 

» 

To be complete, we have to include an 
important game between Kasparov and 
vSalov from Linares 1992 (Informant 
54/175): 10...I5 11JML1 Itc6 I2.QIi5 Rg8 
13.g3 Rc8 (given an ?! by Kasparov; likely 
he preferred 13...Nd4!7) 14.c3 Kg* 
15.Nc2 (novelty) 15...Rh6 16.Qe2 Bxd5 
17.exd5 Nc7 18.fJ Bg7 19.Nc3!? (19.0- 
O!? Od7 20.Ne3 is more promising for 
While in my opinion) 19...f4 20.gxf4 Ngfi! 
with good counlcrplay. 

The most controversial Sicilian system 
is the . . . 

Dragon B78 

1.04 c5 2.NI3 Ncfi 3.(14 cxtN 
4.Nxd4 g6 5.Nc3 Bg7 6.Be3 NI6 
7.Bc4 O-O 8.BU3 (16 9.f3 Bd7 
10.Qd2 Rc8 1 l.O-O-O Nc5 I2.h4 




The critical position has arisen. At 
present, the most popular move is 12...h5, 
preventing the methodical threat !3.h5. 
But the great Dragon specialist CJM 
Sosonko played 12...Nc4 !3.Bxc4 Rxc4 
14.g4 Qc7 15.h5 Rc8 16.hxg(i fxg6 !7.KbJ 
b5 with sufficient counlcrplay against 
Piket in the 1992 Dutch Championship. 
More consistent, of course, was 14.h5. 
Here is a nice example: (Nadanian- 
Yegiasarian, Armenia 1992 — Informant 
56/233) 14...Nxh5 15.g4Nf6 16.Nde2! Rc8 
17.Bd4 Oa5 18.g5 Nh5 (18...Rxd4!?) 
19.Bxg7 Kxg7 2().Nf4! Nxf4 21.0x14 Befi 
22.Rxh7 -f- with a crucial attack. 

Yudnsin-Tiviakov (Round 4) 
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I2...h5! 13.Bg5 




l3.Bh6!? is a reasonable alternative 
leading to great and unclear complica- 
tions alter 13...Bxh6!7 M.QxItf Rxc3l? 
{Kit) B78/I2). Hut much safer and 
M long enough is 13...a5!7 (novelty) from 
(liuenleld -Alter man, Israel 1993 (In- 
formant 56/233), which went: 14.Bxg7 
Kxg7 I5.a4 Rc5 l6.Ndb5 Qb6, unclear. 

The positional maneuver 13.Kbl Nc4 
14.Bxc4 Rxc4 15.Ndc2 1 Wolff-Kir. Gcor- 
giev. Bid (izl) 1993| is also very interest- 
ing, hill alter l5...Kh7l, instead of I5...h5 
lo.nim, Hlaek is all right. 

M...Kc5 

A very typical Dragon tabid has ap- 
peared here. White has a difficult choice 
between 1 4.1*1 and the supersharp 14.g4. 
Vudasin chose the latter. As to I4.f4 Nc4 
IS ()d3, the theoretical I5...b5 is still un- 
clear (see IJ/K/14), while 15...Ng4!? 
K,.Bxc4 N12 l7.Qe2 Nxhl !8.Bb3 
(Klovans-Tiviakov, (ironingen Open 
1991) is apparently in White's favor, but 
fraught with danger. 

I l.gl!? »ixg4 15.14 Nc4 16.Qe2 QcH!? 




Theorists have so far considered only 
Hi... I>5, allowing the strong break 17.f5! 
See Gofslcin-Meslel, Hastings 1991: 
I7...()a5 IH.fxgo Nxh2 I9.gxf7 » Rxf7 
20.Kxb2 Qxc3 t ll.Kbl dS? (21...Re5!?) 
22.Hxf6 and White is better. Tiviakov 



came up with an interesting innovation, 
the main idea of which was to protect both 
the Knight oil c4 and the strategically 
important f5-square. 
17.15!? 

The most principled. For 17.Bxf6 Bxf6 
see Tiviakov's comments in Inside Chess 
7:2:5. In my opinion, Black is all right. 

I7...e5! 

The point of Black's plan. Black is 
obviously better after I8.fxc6 fxe6 
l9.Rhgl Kh7! (Tiviakov) as well as after 
IS.BxfG Bxf6 19.Nil5 RxdSl 20.cxd5 Nxh2! 
18.Ndb5! BxbS 19.Nxh5 Rxb5 20.Bxf6 
If 2().Bxc4 Rb4 21.Bd3 d5l, Black is 
better. 

20...Hxf6 21.Bxc4 Rh4! 22.BJ5! 
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Keeping the powerful Bishop. If22.b3, 
b5 23.a3 Rxc4! with good compensation 
for the Exchange (Tiviakov). 

22...gxl5 23.Kdfl f4 24.Rhgl Re8 

Winning is 24...g3?7 25.Rxg3 4- fxg3 
26.Rxf6 Kg7 27.Rf5. 

25.Rxi;4+ KI8 26.Rg3! 

Making the Rook more active. 
Weaker is 26x3 Rd4 27.Kbl, since 
27~.Rd2f 28.Qxd2 Qxg4 is belter for 
Black; so is Tiviakov's 26.h5 Kc7 27.h6. 

26...Kd4 
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27.Rd3? b 

The unattractive lunge 27.Qh5 is met 

by 27...Rxd5! 28.exd5 0c4! (not 28...fxg3? 



29.Rxf6). But 27.Rc3! Qd7 28. Qh5 Rxd5 
29.exd5 e4 30.Rxf4 or 29...Qb5 30,Rdl is 
not so clear. The opening phase has 
finished. After the text move Black seized 
the initiative and won with the help of his 




27...Rxd3 28.Qxd3 Bxh4 



Dragon B77 

l.c4 c5 2.NF3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.Nxd4 Nf6 5JMc3 g6 6 Be3 Bg7 
7.C3 Nc6 8.Qd2 O-O 9.Bc4 Nd7!? 




This irregular move with the idea of a 
cavalry attack on the queenside is some- 
times met in practice. While has the choice 
between 10.h4 and 10.O-O-O. He should 
be careful in the latter case: 10.O-O-O Nb6 
ll.Bb3 Na5 12.Bh6?? Nbc4 13.Qg5 c5 
I4.Nde2 Bf6 15.Qg3 Bh4!, winning, Fuchs- 
Honfi, 1%2. Correct, according to ECO, is 
!2.Qd3 followed by 12...Bd7 13.h4 Rc8; 
10.h4, starting a kingside attack right away, 
looks reasonable. 

Nijboer-Kir. Georgiev (Round 7) 

KUi4Nh6U.Bb3Na5 12.Qd3 

12.0-0-0 Nbc4 13.Qe2 Nxc3 + 
14.Qxe3 Nxb3-f 15.axb3 and the fight of 
2Bs vs. 2Ns doesn't promise White much. 

12...Nxb3 13.axb3 d5! 
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The classic counterblow, but theory 
disapproves of it here, since 14,Ndb5 
Be6 15.0-0-0 Qc8 J6.cxd5 Rd8 17.d6 
is a little belter for White. However, 
Sosonko improved this line with a 
deep positional pawn sacrifice: 
14...a6l? 15.Bxb6 Qxb6 16.Nxd5 Qd8 
17.Nbc3 b5! J8.0-0-0 (18.Nxb5!? 
Bxb2 19.Ra2 Be5) 18...c6 19.Nb4 Qa5 
with good compensation for the pawn 
(Santo-Roman-Sosonko, Cannes 
1992). 

14. Nde2!? 

ECO B77/10.76 had suggested this as a 
possible alternative. The is the first game 
to put it to a test. 

14...Be6 15.0-0-0 

15. Bxb6 Qxb6 16.exd5 Bf5, unclear. 
15...dxe4 16.Qxc4 Qc7 I7.li5 
17.Nb5 Uc5. 

17...Qe5! 18.Qxe5 Bxe5 19.NI4 BxM 
WMxM Rac8 
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The game is equal. The system with 
9...Nd7 is still alive, but it needs 
reexamination. 
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OPENING THEORY 

We can either folio* fashion -or help create it. Here GM RAYMOND KEENE offers 
you the chance to resurrect a deceptive weapon against the Caro-Kann defence. 

Caro-Kann with 2 d3 



Many While players feci that the open 
main lines of the Caro-Kann ofTcr Black 
too much scope Tor a free and easy devel- 
opment, and also too many choices of sy- 
stem. For example after 1 c4 c6 2 d4 d5 
3 £}Xd2 dXc4 4 £}Xc4 it is Black who 
can choose between 4 . . .<£}d7,4. . .<£}RS 
and 4 . . . iij5 . . , and White has to be 
ready Tor all or them. This helps explain a 
recent trend towards less explored and 
more forcing variations. Lately. England's 
Nigel Short has been successful with his 
own version of the advance variation (1 c4 
c6 2 d4 d5 3 c5 Al5 4 £)G). and another 
line in the same vein is \ c4 c6 2 d3. 



±± 1 ±±±i 
i 
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This restrained second move allows 
White a number of set-ups and, paradoxi- 
cally. White can often advance late on 
with c!3-d4 and open up the game to his 
advantage. Consequently 2 (13 is not as in- 
nocuous as it might appear at first sight, 
and is a particular favourite of the flam- 
boyant Yugoslav C; rand master Ljubomir 
Ljubojcvic. The late laconic! Stein also 
won some beautiful attacking games with 
it. While your opponents turn to studying 
the ultra-fashionable advance variation, a 
la Short, you will be a pioneer of the re- 
vival of 2 d3 with all the attendant advan- 
tages of surprise. 

We start our illustrative games with a 



classic miniature by the Latvian former 
World Champion Mikhail Tal. 



Game 1 
Candidates 1959 



□ Tal 

■ Smyslov 
1 c4 c6 2 d3 d5 

The most logical reply. For 2 ... e5 see 
game 5. and for lines with g6 see games 
4 and 6. 

3 £)d2 e5 

This straightforward defence stakes a 
claim in the centre. 

4 £)gf3 £}d7 

4. . .Ad6 5#e2(5g3or5Ae2would 
lead to more standard positions) ^e7 
6 d4 eXd4 7 eXd5 cXd5 8 <£}Xd4 was 
Anand-Karpov, Brussels 1991. 
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5 d4 

This tempo sacrifice is justified due to 
the passive placing of Black's queen's 
knight, no longer able to develop at c6. 

Another possibility, favoured by 
Ljubojcvic. is 5 j£le2, e.g. 5 . . . 4}gf6 6 0-0 
ild6 7c3 (to deploy the queen on c2 plus 
preparing Q-side expansion with b4) 7. . . 
0-0 8 gel 9 An (this bishop retreat puts 
pressure on the c5-pawn) a5 10 g3 a4 11 
YtYc2 bS 12 d4 h6 13 eXd5 £)X65 14 c4 
with an edge for While, Ljubojevic- 
Seirawan, Niksic 1983. Black's Q-side will 
be broken up,as 14. . .£>4 15^fc3 eXd4 



16 gXe8+#Xe8 l?C5Xd4 intending a3 
is unpleasant for Black, due to the weak- 
ncss 3t c6 

5 . . . dxe4* 6 £}Xe4 eXd4 7 #xd4 £> g r6 
8 JLg5 Jle7 9 0-0-0 0-0 10 £>d6 

White has free play for hjs pieces and is 
in complete possession of the central files. 
His knight at d6 dominates the board and 
it is quite natural thai Tal turns his atten- 
tion towards a sacrificial solution. 
10 . . .#a5 11 JLc4 b5 12 &d2 #a6 13 
£}f5 j^d8 14 $Tli4I 

Instead, Tal decides to lake Black's 
king's fortress by storm, whatever the cost 
in material. 

14 . . . bXc4 15 £>h5 

Returning the piece in order to allevi- 
ate the attack. 15. . .4Dc816^d84>R5 
17#a5 clearly favours White, due to his 
sounder pawns in the endgame but the 
most intricate defence to White's brutal 
threat of #Xg7 male is 15 . . . g6. In that 
case, however, While would play 16 
£)h6+ <g>g7 17 Jlc3 #Xa2 18 £>h4 
^al+ 19 <§>d2 #nG 20 £yf5+<g>h8 21 
_.___fc)c5 23&hf3+ ( §>g824 
#h6 gXf5 25 #g5+<£>h8 26<£>Xf5 gg8 

27 ge8 and wins. 

16 £>h6+ <g>h8 17 Y#Xh5 #Xa2 

If 17...gXh6 18 Ac3+f6 I9#xh6 
gg8 20 £)g5 with a fierce attack. 

18 Ac3 £}f6 
Smyslov cracks under the pressure. Me 

had to play 18 . . . jBlS& 

i9#xn 
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A beautiful move which immediately 
terminates the game. If 19 . . . gxf7 20 



gxd8+ foJIowed by checkmate or 19 . . . 
ge8 20 #g8+ and however Black cap- 
tures 21 <£}ft is smothered mate. 
19...#al+20<|?d2 gxf72l£p<f7+ 
<3?g8 22 gxal <g>Xf723 £>e5+ <§>e6 24 
£>Xc6 £>4+ 25 <S>e3 J^b6+ 26 ^.d4 
1-0. 

This game with its brilliant violence 
was the one which initially drew attention 
to the potential of 2 d3 against the Caro- 
Kann. 

20 years ago the Yugoslav G M Marovic 
thought that he had found a way to 
equalise for Black but when he tried it 
against Bobby Fischer the champion-to- 
be refuted it with the double move of his 
d-pawn, similar to the Tal-Smyslov game. 



□ Fischer Game 2 

■ MarovK Rovinj-Zagreb 1970 

1 e4 c6 2 d3 d5 3 £)d2 £>d7 

Instead 3 . . . dXc4 4 dXe4 e5 5 £teO 
Jlc5 is given in many reference books as 
an easy way to equalise. The idea is sup- 
posed lo be 6 <£)Xc5 J^xf2+. Everyone 
seems lo have overlooked the powerful 
possibility of 7 <§>xr2 #d4+ 8 <2?el 
#Xe5 9 £>4! 
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analysis diagram 

White has lost the right to castle, and is 
sacrificing the pawn on c4. However, the 
terrible knight check on d6,and the while 
bishops on an open board, are very dan- 
gerous for Black. Afier 9 . . . £Vxe4+ 10 

Ac2 #e6 do . . .#x g 2 1 1 4>i6+<g>re 
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12 gfl Ac6 13 4JX17!! jlx(7 14 
mate) 11 £)d6+<£?c7 12 £}Xc8+ 

13 vad4 While has unpleasant threats 
such as $Tc5+, tVxg? and .0/4. 

4 £}af3 ^Tc7 5 cxd5 cXd5 6 d4 

Fischer's idea is lo*transposc into the 
Exchange Variation where Black's 4^d7 is 
misplaced. 

6 . ■ . *6 7 ild3 Ar7 8 0-0 c6 9 gel 
£>7 10 gjfl £>6 11 c3 0-0 12 Ar5 e5 
Marovic attempts to break out in the 
centre but this advance leaves him with 
an isolated d-pawn. 

13 £>3 4>6 14 dXc5 %>m 15 $J4 f6 
I6a4#ni7a5^c4 !8,Q.Xc4 dXc4 19 
&XvS fXc5 20 rVe2 
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While now wins material as the black 
pawns on c4 and c5 cannot be defended, 
eg. 20... jlc6 21 Cig3, 
20 ... M 21 £)Xt4 AfM 22 £}cXc5! 
Axc5 23 £}Xc5 ilxc2 24 &}Xf7 gxf7 
25 gxc2 gd8 26 gacl gd5 27 b4 
gc7 28 ge3<??f7 29 n4 gd2 30 gf3+ 
®fc7 3 1 gc6 g!732 gxf7+ <£?xr7 33 
g c5 g d I + 34 <ft>h2 b6 35 aXb6 aXb6 36 
□ gd3 37 gb5 gxc3 38 gxl>6 h5 39 
gl>7+ <ft>f6 40 1)5 gb3 41 b6 gb4 42 
$> P 3 gb2 43 gb8^? C 7 44 f4 gb3+45 
$jn$?to 46T9c2 $? C 7 

46 . . . <®15 4*7 b7 <%4 48 (3! exposes 
the king to check. 
47<??d2 gjj3 48 gc8 1-0. 

A betler way of "implementing Marovies 
plan is to play 3 . . . Y % 'Vc7, which I intro- 
duced in a game I mm 1979. 



□ Kristiansen Game 3 

Miles Esbjerg 1984 

; 4 c6 2 d3 d5 3 £}d2 #c7 4 £tef3 JLg4 




± ± *r ± 
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The subtle point or Black's play is that 
he avoids the treatment ofTischer against 
Marovic, where the Black queen's bishop 
was blocked in. 
5 c3 

5 h3 J3L*5 6 c3 e6 7 ^e2 £}fl5 8 0-0 
Jie79 gel 0-0 10eXd5cXd5 11 d4<5>6 
12 Ad3 gab8 13 ^Te2 &66 14 g4 Jlg6 
15 ,Qxg6 hXg6 16 £}e5 b5 Maninan- 
Kecne, Sydney 1979. Black has a slight 
initiative and it is clear that the position, 
with colours reversed, has transposed 
into a QGD Exchange Variation. 
5 . . . c6 6 #a4 &hS 7 iLc2 £j f6 8 
exd5?! £}Xd5 9 £)c4 ^e7 10 h4? 

This is artificial. White should con- 
tinue with his development. 
!0...4>!7 U c5 12 0-0 0-0 + 13 
gdel gad8 14 #c2 gte8 15 £}g3 
Ag4 f6 £>g5 ii.xc2 17 gXe2 h6 18 
£}5e4 f£)U 19 jLxf4 eXf4 20 £}f5 JLfB 
21 g he I 13 22 g Xf3 #f4+ 23 £>3 £>e5 
24 gdl \^Xf3 25 £>g3 4}g6 26 d4 
£)Xh4 27 ggl Ad6 28 £teff ge6 29 
gd2 gde8 30 <g>bl f5 31 #b3 f4 32 
£>g4 <g>h8 33 £>ni2 gel-f 34 gdl 
^Srxdl+ 35 #xdl gxdl+ 36 gxdl 
gc2 37 d5 c5 38 ghl h5 39 £)fl IiXg4 
40 gxh4+ <§> R 8 41 Qhl g3 42 fXg3 

fXg3 0-1. 

In my opinion 3 . . . ^c7 is the best 
reply to the d3 Caro-Kann and there is 
plenty of scope here for new ideas on 
both sides. 




Black players frequently fianchetlo their 




king's bishop in 
do so White's correct strategy is to attack 
on the Q-side with the key move b.4. 

□ Ljubojevid Game 4 

■ HUbner Lucerne Olympiad 1982 
1 e4 c6 2 d3 d5 3 £)d2 g 6 4 £}gf3 
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4...^g7 

5 g3 was played in Ljubojevic-Karpov, 
Belgrave (m) 1988. The continuation was 
3 £>d2 g6 4 C^gB Ag7 5 g3 J^g4 6 h3 
AxD 7#XD e6 8 h4 ^d7 9 #e2 #b6 
10 Ag2 4>7 1 1 0-0 #a6 12 a4 0-0 13 h5 
dxe4 14 ^Xe4 15 hXg6 hXg6 16 
ga3 4^05 17£)d2 <^d5 18 c3 gad8 19 
gel gfe8 20 a5 £tfe7 2 1 Qe4 #b5 22 
#c2 Cid6 23 gb3 #Xai 24 ^Xd6 
gxd6 25 gxb7#a6 26#b3 #Xd3 27 
^,f4?Here White missed a clearwin with 
27 Ae4 ! #a6 28 g Xe7 g Xe7 29 ^Tb8+ 
.QjE 30 ^TXd6. In the game Karpov 
ultimately lost on time. 
5 Ae2 e5 6 0-0 £)e7 7b4! 



mm m±&± 
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to attack e5 by «Q.b2. Black may counter 
this by . . . d4 lo which White will 
probably play c3. Black cannot then bol- 
ster his centre by , . . c5 since White can 
then capture bXc5. 

7 ... 0-0 8 iLb2 #c7 9 gel a5 10 a3 
^Ja6 11 h3 ^6 12 $Jl axb4 13 eXd5 
4^Xd5 14 axb4 ^aXb4 15 c3 ^a6 16 c4 
Qcl 17^.Xe5 ^.Xe5 18 gxe5 

White has a positional advantage due 
to the weak dark squares around the 
Black king: g7, R5 and h6. 
18. . .c5 19#b3 £)c6 20 geel gad8 21 
£>4 15? 22 Qc3 gfe8 23 £}d5! #g7 
24 ^Tb6! Jixd5 25 cXd5 26 £>Xd4 
cXd4 27 d6 #d7 28 g3 Qb* 29 Ag2 
£>6 30 Ad5+<g>f8 31 gxc8-f gxe8 
32 Axc6^TXc6 33 ^rxd4<S , H34 gbi 
b5 35 gal gd8 36 ^Th4 gxd6 37 
h7+ ®»K 38 #h8+ ^e6 39 gel + 
d7 40 #e8+<g>c7 41 ge7+<g>b6 42 
#b8+^>a5 43 gel #c3 44 gbl gb6 
45 ^Td5 1-0. 

□ Ljubojevld Game 5 

■ Karpov Amsterdam 1988 

1 e4 c6 2 d3 e5 3 Qdl 

Interesting is 3 f4 d5 4 IXe5 dXe4 
5 £)c3 with the initiative Tor White. 
3. . .^f64^gOd65g3g66^g2^7 
7 0-0 0-0 8 a4 £}bd7 9 a5 ge8 10 b4 
gb8 11 Ab2 b5 12 aXb6 axb6 13 ga7 
JLb7 14 cd4 #c7 15 #b3 ga8 16 
Xa8^.Xa8 17 gal d5 





An important move for White, who plans Too ambitious. Ljubojcvic casts doubt 
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on I his with sonic neat tactics exploiting 
the criss-cross of pressure along the a2-g8 
and hl-a8 diagonals. 
18 cXd5 cxd5 19 £Jr5 V'Vd6 20 cXd5 
J&Xd5 21 4>4 vVc6 22 £>3 ^Xb3 23 
$Xc6 h6 24 ga3 hX R 5 25 gxb3+- 
26 q?? R 2 gc6 27 Ab5 <£>*7 28 h3 
Jle7 29 Ac3 $d6 30 ga3 A.H8 31 
a8 gc7 32 jXdll c4 33 d4 Ac7 34 
c8 £}f8 35 j5.c3 £}8h7 36 ,&c6 £}f8 
37 b5 1-0. 



Game 6 



□ Stein 
■ Ilort 

Candidates Play-off. Los Angeles 1968 
1 e4 c6 2 d3 d5 3 &M2 r6 
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4 r3 JJjtf 5 £jd i-5 6 £}gf3 <h>7 7 0-0 
0-0 8 c3 

8 b4 a5 9 bXa5 rVxa5 10 j>J>2 d4 1 1 
a4 £Yc7 12 c3 dxc3 13 ,Q,Xc3 gd8 14 
£>4 jBjeA 15 'i)e3 h6 16 rYbl £}n6 
I7£}c4 &Xc4 18 dxc4 c5 is Stcin-Horl, 
Candidates Play-ofl* Ijos Angeles 1968. 
8. . .4^d79b4b6 10i)h2 Q 1)7 1 1 gel 
ge8 12 &h3 

Setting up threats to win the black 
c-pawn. 

12 . . . fVc7 13 cXd5 cxd5 14 c4 d4 15 
Hci 15 16 J5j>2 

White lias obtained a good reversed 
Modem Benoni where his Q-sitlc major- 
ity gives him the edge. 
16. . . £]J6 17 c5 h5 18 &JM 

I leading lor a5. an excellent outpost lor 
the knight to support the passed c-pawn. 



18 . . itd5 19 a4 a6 20 £>5 £}c6 21 
aXb5 aXbS 



£ %g m m 





22 £}Xe5!! 

Afler the game, Hort became convinced 
that this combination was unsound, 
giving 22 . . . §Xe5! 23 gxd5 

24 #b3 £}Xb4 25 c6 (25 #Xb4 #Xa5 
26 ^b3 #a2!) 25 . . . gxa5 26 cXd7 
f^fXd7 27^fXb4 ga8 with advantage to 
Black. However, While can improve 
cither by 25 ^a3! afler which Black is 
thrown on the defensive and has to 
struggle to draw or by the more specu- 
lative 24 ^D!? which offers excellent 
chances for a win. 

22. . .£)xl>4 23£)Xd7#Kd724c6#f7 

25 gxc8+ gxc8 26 £>b7 j|,e5 27 
jJ,Xd5 #Xd5 28 gc5 #17 29 #13 g5? 

Accelerating his defeat. Best was 29 . . . 
£>6 30 gxb5 £)c7 31 gb4 although 
White should win eventually. 
30 c7 R 4 3 1 #d 1 Axc7 32 #d2 ^b6 33 
gxb5 £)Xd3 34 «Od6 #d7 35 #g5+ 
<g>h8 36 #f6+ <§>g8 37 #g5+ <g>h8 38 
£)Xe8 #Xc8 39 #Xf5 <£>5 40 gxb6 
41 <g?j?2 #a8 42 #f6+ <3?g8 43 
\^c6+<g?h8 44 #c6 1-0. 

This fascinating game of Leonid Stein, 
the great master of attack., concludes our 
BCM survey on the 2 d3 Caro Kann. 

• OPENING THEORY will be appear- 
ing on a regular monthly basis from now 
on, with a variety of leading players contri- 
buting on topical variations. 

Gain an unfair advantage — subscribe in 
BCM! 
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OPENING THEORY 
The Semi-Slav in Manila 

Could the Semi Slav, until now mainly patronised in the former Soviet Union, 

prove to be one of the first Russian exports to the West? 

IM Peter Wells investigates 

With so many of the world's finest 
gathered in one arena, Olympiads are 
naturally enough a fruitful source of 
new opening ideas. Currently engaged 
in writing a book for Batsford on the 
Semi-Slav, I was immediately struck 
by the prominence of the opening at 
the top of the event. Moreover, it 
scored very well for Black. The sensa- 
tional score of 8%/9 registered by 16 
year old Vladimir Kramnik included a 
pretty satisfactory 4/4 with the Semi- 
Slav. Young team-mates Dreev and 
Khalifman also included it in their 
repertoires. 

Quite a coincidence? Not really. 
For some years now there has been 
something of an "Iron Curtain" 
(apologies for the outdated Cold War 
terminology) in the popularity of the 
opening. Despite the World Champi- 
on's periodic patronage of it, Anand's 
sole reliance on the opening in his 
match with Karpov, and more to the 
point the undeniably sharp and excit- 
ing positions it gives rise to, the boom 
the Semi -Slav has enjoyed in the 
former Soviet Union for several years 
has had no real equivalent in the West. 

My aim here is to put some of the 
most important Semi-Slav games 
from Manila into the context of con- 
temporary theory, and hopefully in 
the process persuade some readers 
that here is a defence to 1 d4 that of- 
fers both solidity, and the chance to 
play for the full point. 

The starting point of the Slav 

occurs after: 

1 d4 d5 2 c4 c6 3 £>f3 £f6 4 £>c3 
e6 



I would like to concentrate on 
White's two sharpest options from 
the diagram, the basic position of the 
Semi-Slav, namely:- 

(a) 5 £g5 

(b) 5 e3 £bd7 6 Jld3 
(a) 5 ilg5 



QGD Slav D44 
□ Luke van Wely 
■ Vladimir Kramnik 
Netherlands v Russia, Rd 3 

1 d4 d5 2 c4 c6 3 £f3 £>f6 4 <£c3 
e6 5 J3Lr5 dxc4 

One of the advantages of the 
Semi-Slav over the Queens Gambit 
Declined (QGD) is that White cannot 
play 5 Jig5 undisturbed. In addition to 
the text which immediately sharpens 
the play, Black has the solid option of 
5 ... h6 after which White must either 
relinquish the two bishops albeit for 
some space advantage, or fish in the 
distinctly muddy waters of 6 X6h4 



446 



THE BRITISH CHESS MAGAZINE 



dxc4. By contrast, 5 ... 1£b67\ is defi- 
nitely not recommended. Its some- 
what undeserved test at a key moment 
of the 1992 Bern Open in the game P 
Cramling - G Flear has received a 
certain amount of interest. In addition 
to Glenn and his team of pre-game 
analysts and Pia herself, Racnik in his 
notes for CBM 28 failed to spot the 
rather simple refutation 6 #c2 <£>e4 7 
<£xe4 dxe4 8 c5!+-. Somone was 
bound to benefit from all this and it 
was Andrew Muir in round 11 against 
Atotubo of the Phillipines who col- 
lected after 8 ... #b5 9 a4 tfa6 10 
#xe4 b6 11 b4 #c4 12 XS»d2 a5 13 
tirbll and black was in even more 
trouble. 

6 c4 b5 7 a4!? 

Somewhat unusual.. The main de- 
bate centres around 7 e5/h6 8 J2h4 g5 
and then either 9 <&xg5 hxg5 10 Jixg5 
£bd7 11 g3(!) or 9 exf6 gxh4 10 £>e5 
1 am firmly of the belief that the 
former offers White the best prospects 
of a plus, but the latter, intending 10 ... 
#xf6 (10 ... 11 £>xf7! $>xf7 12 

t!fh5+ ®xf6 13 #h4++-) 11 a4 has 
been very popular of late. 

Some examples: 

(i) 11 ... Qbl 12 jj>c2 




12 ... h3!7 (The older 12 ... c5 was not 
bad either, but White enjoyed some 
success latterly with 13 flfr5! [13 ^xb5 
4}a6 14 £h5 cxd4! 15 jlxf7+ $>c7 16 



#xd4 Hd8 17 #e3 Hd5 gave black a 
lot of counterplay in van Gaalen - 
Oakes, Dutch Ch. 1986], If 13 ... Sh7 

14 axb5! #f4 15 £>e2 #g5 16 flf3 
JJxf3 17 gxf3 and Black had definite 
mobilisation problems in Gaprindash- 
vili - Arakhamia, Tskhaltubo 1988, or 
13 ... J2g7I7 14 5xf7+ ®e7 15 f 4 [TAik- 
makov - Kuijf Wijk aan Zee II 1991] 
when even after 15 ... Hd8!7 16 0-0 
Hxd4 17 4!rg4 white has quite a dan- 
gerous attack) 13 jS.f3 hxg2 14 Hgl b4 

15 <£e4 #f4 16 Hxg2 <£>d7! was mass 
confusion in Moskalenko - Shabalov 
Podolsk 1990. It goes without saying 
that this could use more tests. 

(ii) 11 ... c5 has quite a bit of sting, 
e.g. the plausible 12 J3>e2 was refuted 
in Conquest - Novikuv Tbilisi 1988 
by 12 ... cxd4 13 tfxd4 <£d7 M #e4 
Hb8 15 <£c6 £>c5 16 <£d5 ©xf2+! 
when Black gets great play for the ex- 
change. Better seems to be 12 Qg4(\) 
although Kaidanov's suggestion 12 ... 
#c7 13 dxc5 J£b7 14 ^4 e5 15 xe5 
#xc5 16 <£xe5 J3Lxc5 seems to give 
good counterplay. 

7 ... Hbl 8 e5?! 

White is offering a transposition to 
the lines considered above whilst 
avoiding 11 ... c5. Unfortunately, Black 
has a new possibility too. As far as I 
can see, Riblfs rather sensible 8 axb5 
cxb5 9 <£xb5 JSxe4 10 J2xc4 J3>b4+ 11 
<£c3 4^bd7 12 0-0 remains unrefuted, 
and looks a better try for an edge. 

8 ... h6 9 lh4 g5 10 exf6 gxh4 11 

£>c5 £)d7(!) 

Here it is! 11 ... #xf6 is the trans- 
positional course, but the text, now 
that <£>xf7 is no longer sound, looks 
promising. Now 12 Jle2 £>xe5 13 dxe5 
#c7 14 #d4 h3! was Kohlweyer - Rib- 
li, Dortmund 1986 and the need to 
prevent such undermining explains 
White's novelty. 

12 #h5 ©xf6 13 £pcd7 &xd7 14 
axb5 cxb5 15 #xh5+ J3>c6 16 tSrxc4 
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White has problems developing his 
kingside, is weak on the dark squares 
and has failed to trouble black's king 
unduly. Hence his next idea looks the 
best chance. 

17 Ha6 Hfc8 18 Hxc6 Hxc6 19 
tfa4 tfg5! 20 £b5 tfxg2 21 d5 
#xhl+ 22 <J>e2 <J>d8 23 Jlxc6 Sb8 

24 £,b5 exd5! 

The threat of ... H*b2+ renders 
the bishop immune, and after tucking 
his king away neatly the rest is (excel- 
lent) technique. 

25 #a5+ &e7 26 ©xa7+ #f8 27 
#e3 &g8 28 h3 J|f8 29 #f4 #e4+ 
30 tfxe4 dxe4 31 &e3 Hb6 32 £61 
Hf6 33 b3 J5.C5+ 34 ®xe4 Hxf2 35 
®d5 Jlb4 36 £>d4 <£g7 37 &>c4 
gf4 38 £>d5 ®f6 39 £c8 BH 40 
lg4 £fcc3 41£>f3 <£g6 42 <£xh4+ 
<J>g5 43 £>f3+ ®f4 44 <£h4 Sf2 
45 lc8 ®g5 0-1 

(b) 5 e3 <£bd7 6 J&d3 



QGD Slav D47 

□ GM Jeroen Piket 

■ GM Lembit Oil 

Netherlands v Estonia, Rd 13 

1 d4 £>f6 2 c4 e6 3 £>f3 d5 4 £>c3 
c6 5 e3 £bd7 6 J£d3 dxc4 7 Jlxc4 
b5 8 J£d3 



$y Black's freeing manoeuvre ... dxc4 
and m b5 initiates the Meran Varia- 
tion, known since 1924 and the subject 
of considerable theoretical investiga- 
tion which today moves faster than ev- 
er. 8 £d3, preparing e4 is the main 
line but there are two alternatives both 
of which had a difficult outing in Ma- 
nila: 

(i) 8 J£e2 has recently become al- 
most trendy. White intends e4, an- 
swering ... b4 with e5, leading to com- 
plex positions in which it is important 
that the bishop be on an unexposed 
square. The most respectable defence 
lately has been 8 ... b4 since White 
can hardly prevent a later ... c5. One 
recent game offering food for thought 
however was Polugaevsky - Speelman, 
Rocquebrune 30 min 1992: 8 ... b4 9 
<£>a4 £b7 i 0 0-0 &e7 11 tfc2 0-0 (11 ... 
Hc817) 12 Sdl c5 13 £>c5 £>xc5 14 
dxc5 #a5 15 a3i (Intending 15 ... bxa3 
16 b4) 15 tyxc5 16 tfxc5 flxc5 17 
axb4 flxb4 18 iid2 a5 19 £p5 gave 
white a small but persistent pull in 
the ending (1-0, 45). Kramnik's little- 
tested approach offers a simple and 
welcome alternative for Black, 8 ... a6 
9 e4 b4 10 e5 bxc3 11 exf6 <^xf6l (11 
... cxb2 fails to equalise) 12 bxc3 jld6 
13 0-0 0-0 14 c47! (Maybe 14 lg5 al- 
though ... c5 still looks quite comfort- 
able for Black) 14 ... c5 15 Jja3 tJraS 16 
Jixc5 JJxc5 17 dxc5 Hd8 18 t!fb3 i»xc5 
and Black's structure looked the more 
reliable (0-1, 61) in Seirawan - Kram- 
nik, Manila (Rd 7) 1992 

(ii) 8 Jlb3 received a test in Garcia 
Palermo - Anand. After 8 ... b4 9 <£}a4 
(9 £yt2 and a later £jf4 is a better jus- 
tification of the bishop's placing) 9 ... 
Jttb7 10 Jid2 Jie7 11 0-0 0-0 12 tfe2 
a5! (Seems to improve on the immedi- 
ate ... c5 of Gelfand - Drecv, USSR 
1986. Black permits White to play e4 
and e5 since White's pieces are not 
placed to obtain attacking chances to 
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compensate for Blacks ensuing d5 
outpost) 13 Hfdl #b8 14 e4 c5 15 e5 
£yi5 16 J&g5 £xg5 17 <£xg5 h6 18 
£>f3 Hc8 19 Hacl cxd4 20 Bxc8+ 
©xc8 21 £xd4 &c7! 22 JJxd5 jjxd5 
black had a clear plus. 
8 ... BLbl 9 e4 

The hotly debated main line of 
Wade's variation. Successes for Black 
in this line have boosted the recent 
popularity of 9 0-0!? After 9 ... a6 10 
c4 c5 11 d5 c4 12 fic2 White hopes to 
prove that Black's b7-bishop is mis- 
placed. The 'state of the art' approach 
here is for neither side to release the 
central tension by 12 ... £jjc7 13 #e2 
(If 13 dxe6 fxe6 14 tfe2 j£d6 15 £>g5 
£>c5 16 f4 h6! 17 £>f3 £>d3! 18 JJxd3 
cxd3 19 xd3 0-0! [Bareev - Shirov 
Hastings 1992] Black gets, good com- 
pensation after the relatively best 20 
c5 J!c5+ 21 $hl! 4^d5 22 £>xd5 J2>xd5 
23 b3 Had8. White has yet to find a 
significant improvement) 13 ... J3Ld6 14 

5Lg5!? e5 15a4!?N 




(15 <£h4 g6!?N 16 #f3 <*d8 17 Hadl 
Hc8 [17 ... b4? 18 J2a4!; 17 ... h6!?] 18 
a3 tfc7 19 £>c2 h6 20 J2>d2 £>c5 21 
J2>c3?! [21 g3l? keeping the tension 
looks better] 21 ... £)fxe4! 22 £>xg6 
4^g5! and Black looked fine in the 
complications Lobron - Ribli, Bundcs- 
liga KO Cup 1992) 15 ... b4 16 4^dl a5 
17 Bel ffla6 18 4jc3 0-0 19 JlxM (19 
4^d2? c3 20 JJd3 &xd3 21 «xd3 4^5) 



19 ... Qxt6 20 4}d2 Hfc8 21 £bl c3 22 
J3»d3 flxd3 23 #xd3 Hab8 24 bxc3 
bxc3 25 £>f5 P I d6 #c6 27 
<£e7+ flxe7 28 dxe7 #c5 29 £>f3 h6 
% fr l h Beliavsky - Khalifman, Manila 
Rd 8 1992. 

The strength or . weakness of 
Black's qucenside majority is the key 
question in this line, and this interest- 
ing game provides no clear answer. 
8 ... b4 10 <£a4 c5 11 e5 £jd5 12 
0-0 h6!? 

An interesting speciality of Oil's, 
but the main line 12 ... cxd4 is holding 
up well too. In the pawn sac line 13 
<£xd4 £>xe5 14 J3»b5+ £>d7 15 Bel 
Hc8 16 ©h5 g6 17 ©e2 Dreev con- 
firmed that his favourite 17 ... #e7!7 is 
a viable alternative to 17 ... a6. The 
game continued 18 jlg5 #xg5 19 
£xe6 xg2+! 




20 ®xg2 £>f4+ 21 ©fl £>xe2 22 



|adl" fxe6! 23 £xd7+ $17 24 J&xc8 
J3Lxc8 25 <g>xe2 J£a6+ and now instead 
of the finely balanced 26 ®e3! £Lb5 
27 b3 J2h6+ 28 ®f3 Hc8 when black's 
bishop pair and extra pawn give suffi- 
cient compensation for the exchange 
(I Sokolov - Shirov, Stockholm 1990) 
White deviated incorrectly with 26 
®f3? JJb7+ 27 &g3 £»d5 28 b3 J3»d6+ 
29 ®h3 3^8 30 4}b2 ®g7 and faced 
with unpleasant threats felt moved to 
return the exchange (0-1, 69). 

Aitcrman's 13 Hel g6 14 J3>d2!? 
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however, may deceive with its innocu- 
ous appearance. He wishes to answ- 
er 14 ... a6 with 15 Jfce4 when b4 looks 
a little weak, and the casual 14 ... &g7 
15 JJ.b5 a67l (15 Hc8!) allows 16 
£>xc5 axb5 17 <£yrt>7 ©b6 18 £>d6+ as 
Dreev discovered in round 13. 
13 a3 a6 14 Bel Hc8N 




12 ... h6 is useful in all the lines 
where White captures on c5, and 
Black's idea is that White has less use- 
ful semi-waiting moves that maintain 
the tension. However, Piket has elected 
to challenge Black's spatial plus on the 
queenside with a3. After Oil's novelty 
it is not too clear how White should 
proceed. In the game Black soon has 
both queenside play and an excellent 
hold on the central light squares. Per- 
haps we have seen the last of 13 a3 
15 axb4 c4! 16 Jle4 fixb4 17 jj.d2 
a5 18 £>c3 £>7b6 19 £c2 0-0 20 
&e2 £> e 7! 




- Preventing tjre4 and preparing to 
threaten ~ $$4 

21 S*dl £g6 22 £je4 £>d5 23 £>d6 
J3txd6 24 exd6 £df4 25 Jjxf4 
£>xf4 26 ^eSril xf3 27 gxf3 tfg5+ 
The ending is horrible for White. 
Black has the perfect knight, and the 
white d-pawns cause only temporary 
inconvenience. Oil's technique is very 
instructive. Note how he first forces 
White into almost total passivity. 




28 #xg5 hxg5 29 fia4 gb8 30 Hd2 
Hb4 31 Hal Hd8 32 d7 ^?f8 33 
Hc2 ®e7 34 h4 (desperation) 34 
gxh4 35 &h2 g5 36 £c6 $d6 37 
&a4 <£d5 38 fie2 c3 39 b3 Hxd4 
40 &b5 Hd2 41 Bxd2 cxd2 42 Sdl 
<J>c5 43 jja4 <£>c3 44 flxd2 £>xa4 
45 bxa4 ®c6 46 Sc2+ <J»d6 47 
Bb2 Hxd7 48 Bb5 e5 49 Bxa5 
®e6 50 Ba6+ #f5 51 a5 Hd2 52 
$ R 2 Ba2 53 Ha7 f6 54 a6 #f4 55 
Ha8 Sal 56 a7 f5 57 #h2 H«4 58 
<J>g2 ga2 59 <£h3 e4 

A nice finish. If 60 fxe4 Hxf2 and 
mate is unavoidable. 
60 He8 Bxa7 61 fxe4 Ha2 62 #g2 
He2 0-1 



The Complete Semi- Slav 
by Peter Wells will appear 
around June next year. 
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(OPENING THEORY 

Top Ten Opening Novelties 
by GM Murray Chandler 



Each issue lhe>journa] Chess Informa- 
tor invhes a panel of leading Grand- 
masters to vote on"- 1 he ten most im- 
portant novelties in the preceding vol- 
ume. Having often been on this panel, 
I can Verify that this selection is no 
easy task; For example, in volume 53 
(just out) the game Adams-Shirov, 
Bid 1991 received top marks of 10 
points from one panellist, just 1 point 
from another panellist, and nothing at 
all from anybody else! The novelty in 
that game ran 1 c4 c5 2 £>f3 d6 3 d4 
cxd4 4 <£xd4 <£f6 5 <£c3 g6 6 £c4 
fig7 7 0-0 0-0 8 h3 <£c6 9 £c3 £>xe4 
10 fflxf7+ ©xf7! and Black won (see 
game 211 of Informator 52 for 
Shirov's full annotations). 

Nevertheless a concensus generally 




* 



discoveries; As Informator pride 
themselves on obtaining notes directly 
from the participants of important 
games,, 1 checked on the original an- 
notator in each case. One of the play- 
ers involved had indeed annotated 



each game - impressive considering 
the logistic feats required not only to 
track down roving pri ma-donna pro- 
fessionals but also to extract notes 
from them. Deputy Editors Milutin 
Kostic and Zdenko Krnic - rumoured 
to be former Pinkerton's detectives - 
are familiar figures on the interna- 
tional tournament circuit. Even the 
toughest GMs start desperately scrawl- 
ing annotations on table napkins at 
their approach. Play an interesting 
game and there is no escape. The Men 
from Informator will find you. 

Here arc prizewinning novelties 
the panel selected from the pool of 
638 complete games ("N* stands-for 
novelty). 

- 1 - 

» 

Queen s Indian El 5 

□ GM Anatoly Karpov 

■ GM Alexander Khali f man 

Reykjavik 1991 

1 d4 £>f6 2 c4 e6 3 £f3 b6 4 «3 
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/7ow the panel voted: The top 10 theoretical novelties in volume 52 
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||a6 5 b3 J3tb4+ « iJ>d2 Jie7 7 <3>g2 
&6 8 iic3 d5 t ^W2 <£>b'd7 10 0-0 

ftb7 

It seems strange that the Winning 
novelty is a relatively quiet move in 

the Queen's* Indian. Clearly a strong 
new plan in a main line opening is 
more important than a spectacular 
move in an obscure sideline. , 




14 tjfd3! N 

Improving on 14 c5 £)d5 15 Jjb2 
b5 of Ftacnik-Lerncr, Amster- 
dam 1988. Perhaps the pane! were im- 
pressed with the fact that Karpov was 
happy to lose a tempo with his queen. 
The immediate 14 ^c2 Hc8 gives un- 
pleasant threats down the c-file. 
14 ... cxd4 15 £y<d4 <£c5 16 ©c2 
a6 17 Hadl ^c7 18 &42 £>cd7 19 
iif4 ©c5 20 jlcl ©c7 21 e5 ^d5 
22 <£e3 ^xc2 23 4^dxc2 Hac8 24 
lxd5 exd5 25 <£xd5 ^xd5 26 
gxd5 Hxc2 27 gxd7 iJ>b4 28 Hedl 
Hxa2 29 XS>e3 
31 
1-0 





!c7 Aa3 32 e6 fxe6 33 Hdd7 



- 2 - 



£>xd4 fllc5 5 £fcc3 ©f6 6 c3 <^ge7 7 
Jlc4 <£e5 1 j|e2 ^g6 9 0-0 d5 
18 n^^r^K) a new move in an 



obscure sideline of the Scotch might 
have passed without comment. Now 
analysts are -burning the midnight oil 
with this ancient opening. 



IMF 

mtm 



mm 




10 Jlh5! N 

Forcing Black to grab the e-pawn 
after which White has an extremely 
dangerous attack. This was a major 
improvement on the old 10 JJf4 Q.h2 
(or even 10 ... tJxe4!?) 11 J£g3 h5 un- 
clear, Kopaev - Hvalicev, USSR 1949. 
10 ... #xe4 11 ^d2 tyd3 12 <£4f3 
<3»d6 13 <£xe5 ilxe5 14 iic5 «6 15 
Jle2 t^f5 16 ^jf3 fl>f6 17 Hcl 0-0 
18 ad3 tfrd7 19 4^e5 ^d8 20 &f3 
®g7 21 h4 £->xh4 22 ^f4 Jlf6 23 
<£f3 4^8 24 5Lxf8+ ®xf8 25 Hadl 
<£>r7 26 c4 c6 27 cxd5 cxd5 28 
ttc4 4^e7 29 5>b3 a5 30 <£>r5 Ha6 
31 ^e4 a4 32 5ic4 Se6 33 #d2 
t!rc7 34 ^jxf6 Hxf6 35 &xd5 ^4 
36 f3 4}xd5 37 fx K 4 f R 3 38 «5 
gf4 39 Hfl a3 40 gxf4 ^xf4 41 
tyd4+ 1-0 

- 3 - 



Scotch C45 
□ GM Jaan Ehlvesl 
■ GM Alexander 
Reykjavik 1991 




SKY 



Pctroff Defence C42 
□ GM Ni^el Short 
GM Boris Gelfand 




1 



I c4 c5 2 &f3 ^c6 3 d4 exd4 4 



1 c4 e5 2 ^f3 4^f6 3 <£xe5 d6 4 
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£jf3 £>xe4 5 64 65 6 ffcd3 fld6 7 
0-0 0-0 8 c4 c6 9 cxd5 cxd5 10 

£>c3 £xc3 1J bxc3 £g4 12 Hbl b6 
13 Hb5 fic7 14 h3 a6 




15 hx R 4! N 

This far-sighted exchange sacrifice 
gives White more than enough com- 
pensation. I doubt that ^ we will see 
Black defending with 12 ... b6 again in 
the future. 

15 ... axb5 16 tJc2 «6 17 jlh6 ge8 
18 fflxb5 He4 19 ]i5 ttd6 20 4}e5 
#c6 21 f4 4^c6 22 £>xc6 Hxf4 23 
Hxf4 flxf4 24 4)e5 <2xe5 25 dxe5 
ftxc5 26 a4 #e! + 27 $h2 Hc8 28 
tJrd3 #c5+ 29 tt R 3 #xc3 30 #f4 
ttc7 31 <&k3 ftc3+ 32 <J>h2 ftc7 
33 &>e3 ©c3+ '/,-'/: 

- 4 - 



Grunfcld Exchange 
□ GM Alexei Shiro> 
■ GM Thomas Krnst 
London (Lloyds Bank) 1991 



An opening novelty on move 22! 
1 d4 4)f6 2 c4 r6 3 4y3 d5 4 cxd5 
4}xd5~5 e4 £>xc3 6 bxc3 &«7 7 
ac4 c5 8 £>e2 <£c6 9 Jie3 0-0 10 
He! cxd4 11 cxd4 #a5+ 12 ©fl 
Ad 7 13 h4 3fc8 14 h5 £jd8 15 f3 
2b5 16 £xb5 ttxb5 17 <J>f2 Hxcl 
18 tfxcl <£c6 19 §bl tfa6 20 hx«6 
hxjtf 21 e5 giig 




22 a4! N 

To understand this remarkable 
pawn push you need to know the pre- 
cursor Shirov - I. Gurevich, Santia- 
go 1990, which went 22 #e4 #xa2 23 
#h4 c£f8. Now unfortunately 24 #h7 
fails to 24 ... £> x d4!, and instead the 
game continued 24 Hdl <£}xe5! and 
Black later won. 

' Shirov's improvement is now 
easier to grasp. He wants to continue 
with the decisive attacking manoeuvre 

23 fe4 tfxa4 24 #h4 ®f8 25 #h7 
4^xd4 26 j2)i6 and wins, as with 
Black's queen on a4 (instead of a2) ... 
©xc2+ is not a threat. 

22 ... £>a5? 

22 ... 4!rxa4 23 £!fxb7 is strong; the 
best chance was 22 ... Hc8 23 JJji6 
fih8. 

23 #e4 gc8 24 fl.h6 J3>h8 25 J31r5 
THrc6 26 tJh4 1-0 

- 5 - 



French Winawcr CI 8 
□ GM Jaan Khlvest 
■ GM Prcdrag Nikolic 
Reykjavik 1991 



1 e4 e6 2 d4 d5 3 £,c3 Jlb4 4 e5 
c5 5 a3 Jlxc3+ 6 bxc3 ^e7 7 ©r4 
cxd4 8 »x K 7 Hr8 9 tfxh7 ©c7 10 
£c2 <£bc6 11 f4 dxc3 12 tyd3 161 
13 £>xc3 a6 14 Hbl £f5 15 £>e2 
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15 ... <£a7! N 

I'm surprised it took until 1991 for 
this retreat to be recognised, as Jan 
Tim man and I had already analysed 
the idea back in 1988. 

Jan obviously agrees - you can see 
from the chart he did not award 15 ... 
<£}a7 any points at all. 

16 #c3 J£c6 17 <£d4 £>xd4 18 
tfrxd4 £b5 19 #e5 d4 20 gb3 #d8 
21 Hh3 Sc8 22 SRI £>c3 23 fid3 
J2e4 24 #d6 #xd6 25 cxd6 ®d7 
26 Jib2 ULxr2 27 gh7 Hcf8 28 

®f2 XS)d5 29 Hxg8 Bxr8 30 ffixc3 
Hr2+ 31 ®fl dxc3 32 Hxf7+ 
&xd6 33 h4 Hh2 34 Bh7 <J>c5 35 
h5 ©d4 36 Hr2+ 37 ©fl 

®e3 38 f5 Hd2 39 ® R 1 Hxd3 0-1 

* 6 * 

Sicilian Rauzer B66 
□ GM Itfor Glek 
■ GM G. Serper 
USSR 1991 

1 e4 c5 2 £>f3 d6 3 d4 cxd4 4 
<£xd4 <£f6 5 <£c3 <£^c6 6 J1r5 e6 7 
tyd2 a6 8 0-0-0 h6 9 If 4 S>d7 10 
£,xc6 £{>xc6 11 f3 d5 12 #e1 ^b4 
13 a3 J2.a5 14 &d2 

Now older tries were 14 ... dxe4, 14 
... jac7 and 14 ... #e7, while 14 ... d41? 
was played in Wolff-Dlugy, New York 
1991. 



14 ... b5I? 15 exd5 4^xd5 16 J£d3 
Hc8 17 ®bl 0-0 18 £>xd5 J3»xd2 19 
©xd2 &xd5 20 f4 ^b6 21 f5 exf5 
22 Hxf5 Hcd8 23 fid3 a5 24 Hhfl 
b4 25 tyr2 <*c6 26 axb4 axb4 27 
b3 «c3 28 tfd2 Ha« 29 ^xc3 bxc3 
30 fiLh7+ ®xh7 31 Hxd5 Ha3 32 
Hd4 Hfa8 33 5a4 H8xa4 34 bxa4 
®r6 35 gf4 f5 36 h4 ®h5 37 «3 
r6 38 Hb4 R 5 39 hxg5 hxfi5 40 
Hc4 f4 41 Rxf4 r4 42 f5 k3 43 
Hc8 Hxa4 44 f6 gf4 45 H«8 ®1i4 
46 Hr6 $h3 47 ^a2 «2 48 ®b3 
Hf3 49 f7 Hxf7 0-1 

- 7 - 

English A41 

□ GM Vassily Ivanchuk 
■ GM Artur Yusupov 

Brussels (m/5) 1991 

1 c4 e5 2 £>g3 d6 3 «3 r6 4 d4 
<^d7 5 ii K 2 a«7 6 4^f3 4^h6 
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7 c5! N 

Very interesting. If 7 ... exd4 8 
J3>xh6 Jixh6 9 tfxd4. According to 
Ivanchuk Black's best is now the 
simple 7 ... <£)f5 8 cxd6 cxd6 9 dxe5 
dxc5 when Black has to tolerate a 
small disadvantage. 
7 ... 0-0 8 cxd6 cxd6 9 e4 exd4 10 
4}xd4 <£c5 11 0-0 4^g4 12 Bbl h5 
13 <£d5 £d7 14 h4 £>c6 15 £>xc6 
fixc6 16 3»e5 f6 17 SL14 £,e5 18 
Hcl Hr7 19 tfd2 $>h7 20 Hc3 Hc8 
21 Hfcl Hxc3 22 Sxc3 &t>4 23 
fie3 #a5 24 b3 f5 25 exf5 gxfS 
26 ad 4 4^f3+ 27 Jjxf3 £xf3 28 

2tx«7 1-0 

- 8 - 

Kings Indian E74 
□ CM V. Moskalenko 
■ CM Alcxei Shirov 
Moscow 1991 

1 d4 4^f6 2 c4 «6 3 <£}e3 &r7 4 c4 
d6 5 Jlc2 0-0 6 ftgS h6 7 3>e3 
£M7 8 #d2 c5 9 d5 
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9 ... fta5!? N 

According to Shirov this queen 
move is an idea of the Latvian player 
Lanka. 

10 f3 ©1*7 11 4}h3 a6 12 £>f2 b5 
13 cxb5 £p6 U 4p1 £>fd7^ 15 a4 
£c5 16 h3 axhS 17 j£xb5 f5 18 
cxf5 IxfS 19 h3 tfb4 20 f4 4>f7 



21 g4 £e4 22 0-0 #xb3 23 <£>xe4 
jf£xal 24 £dc3 fl>xc3 25 £>xc3 
<£}xa4 26 jjxa4 Hxa4 27 £>xa4 
tfxa4 28 f5 g5 29 J3>f2 tfb3 30 
Hel £>e5 31 He3 £f3+ 32 Bxf3 
#xf3 33 THrel ©xd5 34 #xe7+ Hf7 
35 tye8 h5 36 ^Lg3 hxg4 37 hxg4 
® R 7 38 #d8 ^d4+ 39 c£h2 #xg4 
40 f6+ Hxf6 41 ©e7+ gf7 42 
#xd6 #e2+ 43 ©h3 Hfl 0-1 



9 - 



Sicilian Dragon B34 
□ GM Jan Tim man 
■ GM Viktor Korchnoi 
Brussels (m/J) 1991 



1 e4 c5 2 £f3 £>cfc 3 d4 cxd4 4 
£>xd4 £>f6 5 4}c3 r6 6 £xc6 bxc6 
7 c5 4^ R 8 8 &c4 ^ r7 9 ffi f 4 ^ a5 

10 0-0 <Jxe5 11 flLxc5 ^xe5 12 Hel 
©f4 




13 Se4! N 

This improvement was actually a 
suggestion in the .notes of the old 
game Milicevic - Rajkovic, Yugoslavia 
1976, which turned out well for Black 
aftcrl3£)c4?!g>f8!14ge3 d5. 
13 ... #f6 14 He3 d5 15 J2>xd5 flf5 
16 J3LF3 h5 17 tfc2 B&8 18 <£a4 
®f8 19 Hcl Hb4 20 b3 ®j?7 21 
Hc3 &g4 22 »e3 j|xf3 23 #xf3 
#xf3 24 Hxf3 c6 25 Hdl 4^f6 26 
c4 Hhb8 27 gfiO Ii4 28 f3 r5 29 





c4 Hbb8 27 Sftf3 ti4 28 f3 gS 19 

£>c5.a5 30 <£>f2 g4 31 gd6 gbc8 
32 ©e3 fa3 33 ggl hxg2 34 gx R 2 
Hh3 35 Hg3 Hxh2 36 fxg4 Hxa2 
37 g5 £h5 38 Hf3 g*2 39 Hd7 
®g6 40 Hrxf7 gx R 5 41 £e4 

- 10 - 

Semi-Slav D47 
□ 1M Peter Wells 
■ IM Stuart Conquest 
London 1991 

1 d4 d5 2 c4 c6 3 <£>f3 ^f6 4 <£>c3 
e6 5 e3 £>bd7 6 Jjd3 dxc4 7 £fcxc4 
b5 8 iJ)d3 b4 9 £>a4 c5 10 e4 cxd4 




A critical alternative to the ineffec- 
tual 11 e5 and 11 £>xd4. But probably 
the move that impressed the judges 
was Peter's spectacular 14 JS>f4!! three 
moves later. 

11 ... 45ra5 12 J£e6 gb8 13 0-0 e5 14 

An amazing move, based on the 
idea 14 ... exf4 15 e5 <£jd5 16 £>xd4! 
with a tremendous attack. 
14 ... Ad6 15 &f>3 &cl 16 Hcl 0-0 
17 b3 Hd8 18 Jixd7 <£)xd7 19 <£jxd4 
<^f6 20 £c6 Hxdl 21 Hfxdl ©b5 
22 ^xb8 23 Sxc7 ^xdl 24 

Hc8+ 4^e8 25 £>c6 h5 26 h4 ®h7 
27 Hxe8 ©xc6 28 Hxe5 f6 29 5e7 
J3LR4 30 f3 jfie6 31 gxa7 ® R 6 32 
®h2 3>f7 33 Hc7 tfb5 34 <£,c5 ^t2 
35 <£d7 ®h6 36 4^xf6 R xf6 37 
Hxf7 t!rxa2 38 Hxf6+ ® R 7 39 gb6 
ttxb3 40 J£d6 1-0 

Black actually lost on time, but the 
position is gone in any case. 

* For further information on In for 
mator S3 see this month's Book Re- 
view pages by Bernard Cafferty. 



I 



C 




"It was terrible Doctor He had some sort of seizure, 
and as soon as his flag fell 1 called you" 
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Psw£ Motwani investigates assaults on the undefended if- pawn 






he Nimzo-lndian Defence, 
j&Htifkd by the moves 1 d4 
2 c* e6 3 <^c3 $b4, has had a 
very sound reputation ever since its 
introduction by the great grand- 
master Aron Nimzowitsch (1886- 
1935) around 80 years ago. 3 ... j£b4 
already gives Black a slight lead in 
development and the possibility ... 
.&xc3+ to saddle White with dou- 
bled c-pawns after the recapture 
bxc3. Keeping a healthy pawn 
structure is one of White's aims in 
the increasingly popular Capablan- 
ca Variation 4 £fc2. However, this 
early excursion by White's queen 
leaves the pawn on d4 unprotected. 
Therefore it is actually extremely 
logical for Black to immediately as- 
sault the undefended d-pawn! 

After 4 #c2, I would like to 
concentrate mainly on 

(a) 4 ... 4Y*> 

(b) 4 ... c5 

Just before we do that, I feel that 
the 10th game of the Fischer - 
Spassky match deserves special 
mention because Fischer's choice 
of 4 ... d5 and his subsequent play 
in the game, were highly interest- 
ing. After 4 ... d5 5 cxd5 exd5 (5 ... 
^xd5 6 <£>f3 0-0 7 £d2 &xc3 8 
<2>xc3 occurred in I. Sokolov - Ro- 
manishin, Barcelona 1992. Black 
then produced the novelty 8 ... b6 
but failed to equalise after 9 <£\d2! 
with the idea f3 then e4) 6 ^g5 h6 
7 Qh4 c5 8 dxc5 £c6 9 c3 g5 10 
Jlg3 ^fa5 (Spassky as Black against 
Kasparov at Linares 1990 tried 10 ... 
<£}e4. The World Champion played 
11 £}f3, when 11 ... graS would 
transpose into Spassky - Fischer, 
but instead 11 ... £ff6 was met by 



the powerful 12 ^b5! £>xc3 13 
j££xc6+ bxc6 14 a3! g4 15 J3»e5! 
£>e4+ 16 axb4 ^f5 17 $xh8 gxf3 
18 Bgl! an< 3 White went on to win) 
11 £>f3 £>e4 12 <£d2 4}xc3 13 bxc3 
&xc3 14 gbl 




14 ... \Mfxc5 and after 15 gb5 ^a3 16 
gb3 (16 Hxd5 0-0 threatens 17 ... 
£>b4) 16 ... J£xd2+ 17 ^xd2 fa5 
Black stood very well. Clearly any- 
one who answers the Nimzo-lndian 
with 4 \Mfc2 as White must study 4 
... d5 carefully. Black too should be 
aware of 7 Jjxf6 which tends to 
lead to far quieter positions than 
Spassky's 7 J2h4, whereas the ear- 
lier possibility 5 a3 can result in 
wild complications. Now we focus 
our attention on (a) 4 ... <£}c6 



Nimzo-lndian E33 

□ GM Glenn Ficar 

K (Future!) GM Paul Motwani 

Dundee 1991 

1 d4 e6 2 c4 <£f6 3 £jc3 &b4 4 





This move can have great sur- 
prise value since, although it is per- 
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fectly pbyabtt* * is rarely seen* Jfe- 
formation 5th$t contain a tc*al of 
50 complete panes in which 4 ... 
0-0 was played compared with only 
one game inwdfcing 4 ... <£>c6! 
5 e3 

After5£f**6 




we have: 

i) 6 a3 jjxc3+ 7 #xc3 0-0 8 b4 
e5 9 dxe5 <£xe5 10 <£xe5 dxe5 11 
J2»b2 (11 #xe5 is risky with White 
lagging in development. For exam- 
ple, 11 ... ge8 12 ^b2 J2»e6 13 e3 
<£e4 14 J2>e2 #g5 15 0-0 Had8 16 f3 
.&h3 17 J3>dl gd2! and its all over) 11 
... ge8 12 e3 QfS 13 f3 I. Farago - 
Motwani, Forli 1991 when Tony 
Miles' post-mortem suggestion of 
13 ... <£>d7 would have been com- 
fortable for Black in 39 
moves), ii) 6 j&g5 0-0 7 e3 e5 (7 ... 
h6) 8 d5 £>b8 9 £jd2 a5 10 J£e2 
<£a6 11 <£de4 $f 5! 12 J3>d3 &xe4 13 
$xe4 J£xc3+ 14 bxc3 h6 15 ^h4 g5 
16 $g3 <£xe4 17 ^xe4 f5 18 ^c2 
e4 19 h4 #f6 20 hxg5 hxg5 21 gh3 
#g6! 22 ®d2 f4 23 exf4 gxf4 24 
®cl £c5 25 ©b2 fxg3 26 f3 (26 
Sxg3 £fxg3 27 fxg3 gf2!) 26 ... 
<£d3+ 27 ®a3 <£f2 28 gh4 #g5 
0-1 Flear - Buchanan, Perth 1990. 

iii) 6 ,&d2 0-0 7 a3 J^c3 8 Jlxc3 
was Kramnik - Rashkovsky, USSR 



Cb^pionjfcip im>Mft?-~ #©7 

intending ... e5 is more xUftMi man 

8..|#pl^inf|p4i 

5 ... c5 6 m <£e? 7 cfit? N 




8 a3 flLxc3+ 9 £>xc3 d6 

Tempting is 9 ... cxd5 10 cxd5 
£>exd5 11 £>xd5 <£xd5 12 tfe4? 
&a5+! 13 <Jd2 £>f6 but 12 #c5! 
favours White) 10 dxc6 (White 
wants to save time by not using a 
tempo for 10 e4, but capturing on 
c6 allows Black dangerous, mobile 

central pawns) 10 ... bxc6 11 <3>e2 
0-0 12 0-0 d5 13 cxd5 cxd5 14 gdl 
&f5 15 #a4 a5! 






16 Jld2 #b6 17 b4 d4 18 exd4 
exd4 19 £>a2 axb4 20 £rxb4 #a7 
21 ^g5 4^ed5 22 tfxd4 tirxd4 23 
Hxd4 gxa3 24 gddl (Jc2 



624 4 
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24 ... gfa8 25 flf3! gxa2 26 
S»2 S**2 27 JJ>xf6! 
2S gdcf J3L^3 26 &xf6 gxf6 




27 £>b4! 

The only way to draw. 
27 ... gxal 28 3xal <£)xb4 29 
Sbl gc8 30 af.l &c2 31 Rxb4 
gel 32 gd4 gd1 

... Idl 33 f3 fic2 34 S?f2! 




If you do not like obstructing 
Black's c-pawn with 4 ... <^c6 then 
have a look at (b) 4 ... c5. 



Nimzo- Indian E39 

□ GM Gennadi Timoshchenko 

R IM Keith Arkell 

Isle of Man 1992 

1 d4 £}f6 2 c4 c6 3 £>c3 4 
tjfc'2 c5 5 dxc5 0-0 

5 ... £c6 6 4^f3 £fa5 7 ^d2 
>iVxc5 8 e3 d5 9 a3 5>xc3 10 ftxc3 is 
slightly better for White because of 
the bishop pair in a fairly open po- 
sition. Similarly, 5 ... <£}a6 6 a3 and 
now: 

i) 6 ... #a5 7 &d2 <£xc5 8 gel 
5>xc3 9 ^xc3 &a4 10 b4 #xc2 11 
gxc2 <£a4 12 §d4 b6 13 e3 d6 14 
f4 G. Rear - K Arkell, Dublin 1991 

or 



ii) 6 ,„ iixc3+ 7 tjfxc3 £>xc5 8 
b 4 both fovoor Wh^ aajo^i 

some player* 1™^ 
ter variation bccmiic i t M Jjoc4 9 
#d4 d5 10 c5 b6 (10 ... h6 11 f3 
|S is not m wild) 11 f3 bxc5 12 
gc5 1*5+ 13 «W t*c7 14 fxe4 
flb8 15 fic!7 U c6 0-0 is so 

sharp. 5 ,„ ttc7 h another alterna- 
tive to castling, but I recom- 
mend 5 ,„ 0-0, M in the game, for 
Black. 

6 figs ftrf 7 4/3 mcre, y trans " 

poses into the game, and 7 a3 
Oxc3+ 8 #xc3 <V«5 is also com- 
fortable for Black after 9 J2.xf6 

ttxf6 10 #Xf6 gxffi H b4,£a4 12 

Qd3 Hnc8 which is identical to 
Kozul ■ Kasparov, Belgrade 1989 ex- 
cept that Black's h-p awn wa * al- 
Sdy on M there. Note that 9 f3? 
in Oris variation is not only innocu- 
ous hut is actually an error in view 
of 9 .. 4jft4! »° JCStxcl8 43^3 11 jae7 
fi\b3 I lowever, 6 n3 '« a ma J or alter 

native to 6 £A Some recent exam- 

P,C 6 #xcS 7 4\T3 (7 &g5? 
(j x f2+!) 7 ... 4\c0 (7 ... ^b6 8 e3 
Sc7 9b3n6l0ai>?l»c7 11^g5 g6 

12 h4 cl6 13 h5 c5 




■ 



the mrm cms wowm 




14 £xh7! ®xW 15 hxg6+ £#16 
<£d5 <£>xd5 1? gh7+ @f6 18 gxf7 
3>d8 19 #e4 <££6 20 JJ*e5+! d**5 
21 #h4+ ®e« 22 tfg4+ $*7 23 
#g5+ ®d7 




24 gdl+ #d6 25 gxd6+ ®xd6 26 
gh6+ &e6 27 #f5 <£6d7 28 
^xe6+ ®c7 29 g3 a5 30 c5 ®c8 31 
gg6 ga6 32 .&xa6 <£xa6 33 gg8 
<£c7 34 tjrf5 le7 35 b4 axb4 36 
axb4 <£>d5 37 tye6 1-0 was Crouch - 
K. Arkell, Isle of Man 1992, for 
which Colin deservedly won the 
Best Game Prize) 8 .&g5 b6 9 gdl 
J3>e7 10 e3 ,&b7 11 j£e2 gc8 12 
&a4?! (12 0-0 £a5 13 <£d2 was 
safer) 12 ... <£a5! 13 £,e5 (13 flxf6 
$xf6 14 gxd7 .&xc3+ 15 bxc3 f f6 
is excellent for Black) 13 ... #c7! 14 
<£xd7? 





wmmmi 







!4 ^ Jlc6 15 ^b5 &m U U 
<^xc4 17 ^>xf6 ^xf6 B gxc4 
Jlc3+! 0-1 ws Q Flear - ^stwani 
also in the Isle of Man this year. 
6 ...^a6 7 j£g5 <£xc5 8 <^d2 
^a5 9 j&xtt gx f6 10 4^ 




10 ... b5!? 

A deviation from the qui- 
eter 10 ... £>a4 11 e3 b6 12 J£e2 ^b7 
13 0-0 ^xc3 14 4^xc3 ^xc3 15 bxc3 
«Tg5 16 g3 ®h8 17 gfdl £c6 18 
gd4 f5 19 fdl ... %-% Timosh- 
chenko - Davies, Lloyds Bank 1992. 

11 cxb5 65 12 e3 c5 13 a3 d4 14 
axb4 ^xal 15 bxc5 dxc3 16 bxc3 
a6 17 b6 JJb7 18 J^d3 




18 ... tya5 19 J3txh7+ ©g7 20 
Ie4 Jjxe4 21 ftxe4 ^xc5 22 
^r4+ '/z-Y, 





Enis BiLYAP 



Satrang oyununun, sadece buyuk fehir kuluplerinde, 
satranc merkezlerinde, bu konuya uzun yillar emek 
vermi§, ya§lari her ne olursa olsun Cist duzey oyuncular 
tarafmdan oynanmadigmi biliyoruz. Satrancm bir spor, 
bir eglence araci olarak, dernekle§memi§, kuluple§memi§, 
bir yapila§ma olu§turulamami§ il ve ilgelerimizde ise ogret- 
men evlerinde, ilkokul, ortaokul, lise ve universitelerde, bazi 
i§ yerlerinde ogle paydoslannda, cocuk kuluplerinde, satran- 
ca merakh ailelerin evlerinde, seyahatlerde, bazen bo§ za- 
manlarda fazlaca iddiali olmadan, basit ama du§unduren, 
zevk alarak ama yenilince biraz uzulerek oynandigim 




ruz. 



i§te bu sayfamiz, satranc sporunu ust diizeyde ele almayan, 
konuya c/ok iddiali yakla§mayanlarin ko§esidir. Bu sayfada 
hem kendinizi, hem satranca merakh arkada§Ianmzi ' 
bir sinavdan gecirebilirsiniz. 




okuyucu igiN onemu not ' 

Yapmaniz gereken gali§ma oldukca kolay. once diyagramda- 
ki pozisyonu tahta uzerine dizin (Eger diyagramdan izleyebi- 
lirseniz daha dikkatli olmaniz gereklidir!) kontrol edin ve ta§- 
lara hie. dokunmadan bu basit ama du^unduren, bulunca bii- 
yuk haz veren sorulan cozmeye qali§in, cevaplarinizi bir ye- 
re not edin. (Satrang notasyonunu bilmeyenler hemen 6gren- 
meli) Turn gali§ma bitince cevaplarinizi kontrol edin, aldigi- 
niz puan sizin satrang rehberiniz olacaktir. 

■ • 

KOgUK BiR KOPYA 

Hamle sirsi kendinde olan taraf oyiinu kazanabilmesi ya da 
kaybetmemesi icjn rakibine zorunlu hamleler yaptirmalidir. 

■ i 

UNUTMAYIN HER SORUNUN BIR ^OZQmO VARDIR. 



1. soru 1 puan 




Beyaz oynar kazanir 
4. dohi 4 puan 




Beyaz oynar beraberlik 
7. soru 78 puan 




Beyaz oynar kazahir 



i 

v 



2. soru 2 puan 




Beyaz oynar kazanir 
5. soru 6 puan 




Beyaz oynar kazanir 
1 8. soru 9 puan 




Beyaz oynar kazanir 



3. soru 3 puan 




Beyaz oynar beraberlik 
6. soru 7 puan 




Beyaz oynar beraberlik 
9. soru 10 puan 




Beyaz oynar kazanir 



(Cbxumler ve puanlama aelecek sayida) 
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Satranc. oyununun, saclece buyuk §ehir kuliiplerinde, satranc; 
merkezlerinde, bu konuya uzun yillar emek vermis,, yasjari 
her ne olursa olsun Cist duzey oyuncular tarafindan oynan- 
madigini biliyoruz. Satrancin bir spor, bir eglence araci ola- 
rak, dernekle§memi§, kuluple§memi§, bir yapila§ma olu§tu- 
rulamami§ il ve il<;elerimizde ise ogretmen evlerinde, ilkokul, 
qrtaqkul, I ise ve universitelerde, bazi i§ yerlerinde ogle yap- 
doslarinda, cocuk kuliiplerinde, satranca merakh ailelerin 
evlerinde, seyahatlerde, bazen bos, zamanlarda fazlaca iddi- 
ah olmadan, basit ama du§unduren, zevk alarak ama yenilin- 
ce biraz uzulorek oynandigmi biliyoruz. 
i§te bu sayfamiz, satranc. sporunu usl duzeyde ele almayan, 
konuya qak iddiah yakla§mayanlann ko^esidir. Bu sayfada 
hem kendinizi, hem satranca merakh arkadasjarimzi kij^iik 
bir sinavdan gegrebilirsiniz. 



OKUYUCU \QN ONEMLi NOT 

Yapmaniz gereken gali§ma oldukca kolay. Once diyagram- 
daki pozisyonu tahta iizerine dizin (Eger diyagramdan izleye- 
bilirseniz daha dikkatli olmaniz gereklidir!) kontrol edin ve 
tasjara hie dokunmadan bu basit ama dij$unduren, bulunca 
buyiik haz veren soruiari cozmeye gallon, cevaplannizi bir 
yere not edin. (Satranc, notasyonunu bilmeyenler hemen 6g- 
renmeli) Turn cah§ma bitince cevaplannizi kontrol edin, al- 
digmiz puan sizin satranc rehberiniz olacaktir. 






1, Soru 1 Puan 
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Siyah oynar kazanir 
4. Soru 4 Puan 




Mamie sirasi kendinde olan taraf oyunu kazanabilmesi ya da 
kaybetmemesi icin rakibine zorunlu hamleler yaptirmahchr. 

UNUTMAYIN HER SORUNUN BiR ^OZUMU VARDIR 



2. Soru 2 Puan 




A 
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Beyaz oynar kazanir 
5. Soru 6 Puan 
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3. Soru 3 Puan 
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Siyah oynar kazanir 
6. Soru 7 Puan 
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Siyah oynar kazanir 
7. Soru 8 Puan 




■ » 



Beyaz oynar kazanir 



Beyaz oynar kazanir 
8. Soru 9 Puan 
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Beyaz oynar kazanir 



Beyaz oynar kazanir 
9. Soru 10 Puan 
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Beyaz oynar kazanir 



K an i mfanh 




Enis BiLYAP 



Satranc oyimunun, sadece buyiik sehir kultiplerinde, salra- 
ng merkezlerinde, bu konuya uzun yillar emek vermif, 
yaslari her ne oltirsa olsun iisl dtizey oyuncular larafin- 
dan oynanmadtgini biliyoruz. Satrancin bir spor, bir eg- 
jence araci olarak, dernekle§memis, kuluple§memi§, bir yapilas- 
ma olusturularnamis il ve ilcelerirnizde ise ogretmen evlerinde, 
ilkokul, ortaokul, lise ve iiniversilelerde, bazi i§ yerlerinde ogle 
paydoslarinda, gocuk kultiplerinde, satranca merakli ailelerin 
evlerinde, seyahatlerde, bazen bos zamanlarda fazlaca iddiah 
olmadan, basil ama du§iindiiiren, zevk alarak ama yenilince bi- 
raz uziilerek oynandigini biliyoruz. 

isle bu sayfamiz, satranc. sporunu iisl diizeyde ele almayan, 
konuya cok iddiah yaklasmayanlarin kosesidir. Bu sayfada 
hem kendinizi, hem satranca merakli arkadasjarinizi ktiguk 
bir sinavdan geqirebilirsiniz. 



okuyucu igiN onemU not 

Yapmamz gereken galisma olduk<;a kolay. once diyagramda- 
ki pozisyonu tahta uzerine dizin (lluer diyagramdan izhyebi- 
firseniz daha dikkatli olmamz gemklidir!) kontrol edin ve ta§- 
lara hie; dokunmadan bu basil ama dusiindiiren, bulunca 
buyiik haz veren sorulari gozmeye (^alisin, cevaplarmizi bir 
yere not edin. (Satrang notasyonunu bilmeyenler hemen og- 
renmeii) Turn gah§ma bitince cevaplarmizi kontrol edin, m* 
diginiz puan sizin satranc. rehberiniz olacaktir. 




BIR KOPYA 

Hamle sirsi kendinde olan taraf oyunu kazanabilmesi ya da 
kaybetmemesi icjn rakibine zorunlu hamleler yaptirmalidir. 

UNUTMAYIN HER SORUNUN BiR gOZUMU VARDI.R. 




2. soru 2 puan 



3 soru 3 puan 



m 



Beyaz oynar, kazanir 
4. soru 4 puan , 




Beyaz oynar, kazanir 

7 soru 8 puan 




Beyaz oynar, kazanir 
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Beyaz oynar, kazanir 
5. soru 6 puan 




Beyaz oynar, kazanir 

8 soru 9 puan 




Beyaz oynar, kazanir 




Siyah oynar, kazanir 
6 soru 7 puan 




Beyaz oynar, kazanir 

9 soru 1 0 puan 



En 




■) * 1 
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* 

Beyaz oynar, kazanir 
95ziimler gelecek sayida 
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